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CHAPTER I
INTRODUCTION
Post-secondary education in the United States often proves to be
a major financial burden for the typical American family.

The cost of a

college education to some has become high in relation to the income level
of many families.

Some students must seek financial assistance from

sources other than their family.
Historically, financial assistance to the undergraduate college
student has been available from several sources.

Some of these sources

have included private industry, scholarships and grants through private
philanthropic foundations, banks, loan companies, financial assistance
programs sponsored by colleges and post-secondary institutions, state
governments� private individual contributions, and the national govern
ment.

This study was designed to examine one type of student financial

assistance program sponsored by the national government, the National
Defens� Student Loan.
I.

BACKGROUND

Interest in public education on a national scale was first ex
pressed by the Continental Congress in 1785,

The Continental Congress

passed the Ordinance of 1785 which reserved certain tracts of land in
each township for education.

Two years later, in 1787, the Continental

Congress passed the Northwest Ordinance reserving one-thirty-sixth of
the land in each township for education.

The Continental Congress

2

strengthened its view of education by incorporating in the Ordinance of
1787 the fol lowing provision:
Religion, morality, and knowledge, being necessary to good
government, and the happiness of mankind, schools and the means of
education shall forever be encouraged.l
These two ordinances, although directed specifically at education
below the post-secondary

level,

education beyond the secondary

had certain indirect implications for
level .

First, the language incorporated

in the ordinances did not limit national assistance to elementary or
secondary education, but placed an imp ortance on all lev�ls of education,
thereby extending the option of assistance beyond the secondary level.
Secondly, these ordinances_ gave precedence and impetus for further
involvement by the federal government for assistance to education.
The next major legislative action by the federal government took
place three-quarters of a century later.2

The passage of the Morrill

Act in 1862 gave post-secondary educators the financial means to expand
and imp ro,e certain areas. 3

The specific areas of conce,�n were agri

culture, mechanical skills and scientific programs of instruction.
Through the Morri ll Act, the federal government awarded 30,000 acres of
land

to each state for each senator and representative who was elected

to Congress that year.

The governments of the various states were to

manage these lands as they determined to be in the best interest of the
people.

The act specified that income derived from the lands was to be

1Dexter M. Keezer, ed., Financing Higher Education 1960-70,
(New York: McGraw Hill Book Company, 1959), p. 184.
2stephen J. Knezevich, Administration of Public Education,
2nd ed. (New York: Harper and Row t 1969), p. 178.
3

•
Ibid.,

p. 178.

3

used for the improvement of the educational program, and imp rovement was
limited to the specific academic areas of agriculture, mechanical skills,
and science.

The limitations on the funds set a precedent of "• • • some

degree of federal control, because funds were awarded for specific
educational programs• n4
Additional assistance to post-secondary educational programs in
agricultural and mechanical skills instructional programs appeared in
1887 and 1890.

The Hatch Act of 1887 and the second Morrill Act of 1890

awarded additional grants of land for post-secondary educational purposes.
The acts also provided for awarding federal funds for institutional
improvement and expansion.

The land, its revenue and the funds were still

restricted to the fields of agriculture, mechanical skills, a.�d science. 5
Major legislation relative to post-secondary education did not
appear _again for.more than half a centucy.

The veterans' education la�s

of 1944 (Public Law 346) and 1952 (Public Law 550) entit led "Service
men's Readjustment Act", but commonly known as the G. I. Bill, initiated
major changes in federal assistance procedures.

The assistance

available under these two laws was restricted to eligible military
personn el.

To implement these laws, large sums of money were .allocated

to assist students with their personal cost of post-secondary education.
Two major events promp·ted the federal government to institute
direct aid to students i n post-secondary education.

The first event

came in the form of a depression in the early nineteen-thirties.

The

depression weakened the financial situation of many families to the
4Ibid.,, P• 179.

5rbid.

4

extent that it was difficult 9 if not imp ossible 9 to finance post
secondary education.
World War.

The second event was the ending of the Second

Although the Second World War was a major cause in the

recovery from the depression, the ending of the war threatened a return
of the depression caused by an oversupply in the job market by returning
veterans.

The G. I. Bill helped to relieve the strain on the job

market by guiding many veterans into education with direct grants-in-atd.6
These two bills, Public Law 346 and 550, made funds available in
excess of $2.7 billion in educational assistance.

Approximately ten

million veterans were recipients of some assistance.

Vetera�s con

tinued to receive assistance through various extensions to these two
bills until 1966.

On the third of March 9 1966 9 Public Law 87-358 pro

vided a permanent extension to vetera.�s receiving financial assistance
for post-secondary education.
The United States had maintained a h_igh status rol� in techno
logical leadership throughout the world. When Russia launched its
"Sputnik" in 1957, h<:Mever 9 the superiority in technological advance
ments by the United States was felt to be in ques.tion by the federal
government.
As a result of the questioning of technical superiority,
Congress passed the National Defense Education Act, Public Law 87-86'+,
cm September 2, 1958.

The first section of the act reflected the

legislative thinki_ng on education.

6

It states:

Joe L. McCormick, "The Role of the Federal Governtnent in
Student Financial Aid - A History, "The Journal of Student Financial
Aid, Volume 2 March, 1972 9 op. 49-·52.

--

5

The Congress hereby finds and declares that the security of the
nation requires the fullest cevelopment of the mental resources and
technical skills of its young men and women • • • The defense of
this nation depends upon the mastery of modern techniques developed
from complex scientific principles, It depends as well upon the
discovery and development of new principles t new techniques, and new
knowledge,
We must increase our efforts to identify in education more of the
talent of our nation.
The Congress reaffirms the principle and declares that the states
and local communities have and must retain control over and primary
responsibility for public education, The National interest requires,
however• that the federal government give assistance to education for
programs which are important to our defense. 7
Further invest.igation in this report will be limited to only one
section of the National Defense Education Act, Title II.

This section

authorized direct loans to students in post-secondary educational
institutions.

Title II• commonly referred to as the National Defense

Student Lean t gave priority to those students who expressed a desire to
teach or whose prior educational training indicated a superior capacity
for sciences.

Although the priority was limited to specific academic

:fields of study, the major determinate of a student loan recipient was

financial need.8

II.

PURPOSE

The purpose of this study was to trace the development and imple
mentations of the National Defense Student Loan Program, nationally and
at Longwood Coll�ge from 1958 to 1972.
participants was presented,

A profile of Longwood College

The profile was a compilation of statistics

related to five kinds of information:

(1)

the socio-economic factors

8National Defense Education Act (NDEA Act), Section 204 and 205 •
72 Stat. 1580 (1958).

6

relating to participants• families;

(2)

the college financi_ng per-

taining directly to the total amount of money borrowed for post-secondary
education;

(3)

the repayment responsibilities and difficulties; (4) the

participants' economic progress after graduation with relation to the
amount of money borrowed; and (5)

the participants' attitudes concernin�

borrowing as a means of financing post-secondary education and toward
Longwood College, the lender.
Importance
The study attempted to consider selected variables which could be
employed in the selection of participants.

It sought to answer questions

related to the attitude of the participants and their economic abilities,
cifficulties encountered in the repayment of loans, and the criteria to
be used in determining optimum levels of borrowing.

This represents the

first in-depth study of the Longwood College Loan Programs.
Limitation
This study was limited to Longwood College students who partici
pated in the National Defense Student Loan Program.

Longwood College is

a state-supported female residentfal college with primary emphasis on
teacher education.

Due to the sinile sex nature of the student body,

conclusions were limited to female participants only.
The study was further limited to students from the geographical
region served by Longwood College.

This region was mostly confined to

the Commonweal th of Virginia.
Institutional el_igibili ty required non-discriminatory policies
with regard to race, religion, and creed in both admission and financial
assistance policies.

Of the recipients of federal funds available to

Longwood through the National Defense Student Loan Program, less than

7
l per cent of the participants were from minority ethnic backgrounds.
Thjs was a result of the extremely small number of students belonging to
minority ethnic backgrounds attending Longwood Coll_ege from 1959 through
1972.
Sources of Information
The literature listed in the bibliographical section of this
report includes books, federal reports, journal articles, program manuals,
and each individual borrower's information folder on file at Longwood
College was used.

The folder included the individual student's appli

cation for financial assistance and award information.

Also utilized

was the yearly operation reports and applications for federal funds on
file in the Financial Aid Office.
Included as a source were the responses of the participants in
the National Defense Student Loan program at Longwood Col1:ege who
responded �o the writer's questionnaire.
III.
Administered.

DEFINITIONS OF TERMS USED
Administered is defined as the process of loan

recipient selection as to eligibility and loan amount.
Aooropriation.

Appropriation is defined as the amount of funds

actually available from the Federal government.
Attitude.

Attitude is defined as the mental position or

feeling with regard to Longwood College in relation to the amount of
money borrowed under the National Defense Student Loan pr_ogram and in
relation to borrowing for an education.
Authorization.

Authorizat�on is defined as the maximum amount

of money that could be made available.

8

Bachelor• s d_egree is defined as an academic

Bachelor's degree.

degree requiring not less than the equivalent of four years of academic
study at a post-secondary institution.
Borrowing levels.

Borrowing levels are defined as specified

federal ranges of dollar amounts borrowed.
board.

�•

Cost is defined as the sum of tuition, fees, room, and

Cumulative participants.

Cumulative 9articipants is defined as

the total unduplicated number of participants, each participant counted
only once rega1•dless of the number of separate loans made.
Eligible student.

Eligible students are defined as those students

meeting the Federal guidelines of eligibility for the National Defense
Student Loan.
First-time participants.

First-time participants are defined as

those participants who had no previous National Defense Student Loans.
Fiscal academic year.

Fiscal academic yea:r is defined as

coinciding with an award year from July l through June 30.
Full-time student.

A full-time student is defined as one who

carried a one-half academic load according to the institution, usually
7 semester hours.
Income level.

Income level is defined as the adjusted gross

income as reported on Federal Income Tax forms.
Lending institution.

Lending institution is defined as a post

secondary institution which received funds under Title II of the National
Defense Education Act for distribution to students attending that
institution.
Need.
contribution.

Need is defined as the cost less the e,q,ected family

9

Participant.

A participant is defined as an individual who

received a National Defense Student Loan,
Post-secondary education.

Post-secondary education is defined

as formal education above the twelfth grade level.
Repayment status.

The term repayment status refers to National

Defense Loan participants who graduated or withdrew from Longwood College.
Teaching service.

Teaching service is defined as the completion

of two consecutive semesters work as a teacher in a public or other non
profit school.
IV,

ORGANIZATION OF THE STUDY

The historical development of the National Defense Student Loan
program is traced in Chapte� II.

Also included in Chapter II is the

review of literature pertinent to the National Defense Student Loan
Program.
Described in Chapt,!r III is the historical development of the
National Defense Student Loan Program at Longwood College.
Development of the survey instrument and results of the survey
of participants is presented in Chapter IV with regard to loans awarded.
Chapter Vis a brief historical summary.

Also presented is a

profile of participants and conclusions and recommendations in relation
to the results obtained from the survey of participants,

Chapter II
HISTORICAL DEVELOPMENT OF THE NATIONAL
DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM
The Government of the United States has been involved in sub
sidization of education since 1785.

The earliest subsidy was in the fol'.'11\

c,f tracts of land set aside in each township for education.
These subsidies of education increased over the years in both
magnitude and scope.

The most important legislation included the Morr,ill

Act in 1862, which included large grants of land, the Hatch Act of 1887
and the Second Morrill Act of 1890, which, in addition to land provided
money for institutional improvement and expansion.

The Servicemen's

Readjustment Act {G.I. Bill) was passed in 1944 which made cash awards
to eligible military personnel for educational purposes,
In 1957, when Russia launched its "Sputnik'' the technological
leadership of the United States was felt to be endangered.

One of the

legislative responses to this fear of technological inferiority was
massive subsidies to education.

The legislation passed by Congress in

1958 was kn��n as the National Defense Education Act,

The 1958

legislation subsidized education as had never before been accomplished

by any other federal legislation.1
General Historical Develooment

The National Defense Education Act of 1958 was a composite bill.
1wilbur J. Cohen, "NDEA, An Idea That Grew," American Education,
4 (Septetr.ber, 1968), p. 2.
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It contained compromises of �egislation that had been introduced in
Senate Bill S-3187 by Senator Hill and House of Representatives Bill
H-P. 10279 by Representative Elliott. 2

The National Defense Education

Act was passed by the Senate on A_ugust 22, 1958, and by the House of
Representatives on August 23, 1958.

The bill became Public Law 85-864

when President Eisenhower signed it on Septel'!'ber 2, 1958.3
The National Defense Education Act was organized into ten
sections known as Titles.

Contained in Title I were_ general provisions,

including a declaration of policy, a prohibition on federal control of
education, and definitions.
Loans were authorized in Title II ,,o students in post-secondary
educational institutions.

Authorization of financial assistance to

strengthen instructional pr_ograms in science, math, and modern foreign
languages was included in Title III.

Authorized in Title IV was

assistance in the form of National Defense Fellowships.

Under Title

v,

states were assisted financially in developing a state plan for testing
and identifyinp- students with outstandi_ng abilities in public secondary
schools.

Modern foreign langu_age instructional programs in institutions

of higher education "tere assisted under Title VI.

Post-secondary

institutions w�re assisted financially with research and experimental
grants in the area of new media communications under Title VII.

Under

Title VIII, states were assisted financially to provide vocational
training of individuals not having the ability to complete their
education at the college level.

Offered under Title IX was science

2John H. Llo}rd, Editor, "National Defense Education Act, A Full
Report," School Life, 41 (October, 1958), P• 3.
3110yd, op. cit., p. 3.
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information service through grants and contracts.

Miscellaneous pro

visions intended to provide for the operation of the rest of the Act
were contained in Title

x.

Direct loans were made available to students in post-secondary
education by Title II, commonly known as the National Defense Student
Loan.

Special consideration in the selection of participants was given

to students who expressed the desire and ability to teach in the
elementary or secondary schools.

Consideration was also given to

students with a superior aptitude and interest in science, mathematics,
or beginning modern foreign languages.
restricted to these individuals.

Loan assistance I however, was not

The major eligibility criterion was

student need of funds to continue education beyond the secondary l evel.
F\lllds of the program went directly to the students for educational
expenses.

For the first time, direct financial assistance with federal

fu.;ds was made available to all types of students in post-secondary
educational institutions based on need.
Other provisions of the National Defense Student Loan included
a ten-year repayment period with an interest rate of only 3 per cent per
year.

Provision was made for the loan to be cancelled upon the death or

permanent disability of a participa.'lt.

Besides the cancellation clause

for death and disability, up to 50 per cent of the loan was cancelled for
participants who became full-time teachers in a public ele��ntary or
secondary school.

The cancellation for teaching was allowable at the

rate of 10 per cent per year for five years.
For those participants who did not use the teaching cancellation
provisions of the National Defense Student Loan, a cash payment had to be
made.

The cash payment was due each year and totaled 10 per cent of the
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total amount borrowed plus any accrued interest.

Regardless of which pay

ment plan was utilized by the participant, repaJlllent had to be completed
within ten years after graduation or leaving the post-secondary
institution.
Loan repayment could be postponed if the participant continued
his education after graduation or leaving a particular institution.
Postponement eligibility required the participant to be enrolled at an
eligible institution on at least a one-half time basis and be advancing
toward a degree.

Postponement or repayment could also be approved by

the lending institution if the participant joined the Peace Corps, Vista
or was inducted or joined the Armed Services of the United States.
Requests for partial cancellation due to teaching service and all
postponements were submitted to the lending institutions.

The lending

institutions were responsible for approving or denying the participants'
requests for cancellation or postponement of repayment.

The institutions

also had tbe responsibility of receiving any cash payment made by the
participants.
The post-secondary institution through which a National Defense
Student Loan was awarded had to contribute one-tenth of the total loan
made from its own funds.

The funds available were divided among the

states in proportion to the number of full-time coll_ege students in that
state compared to the national total.
Before any loans were awarded to students in 1959, critics of the
National Defense Student Loan program predicted that:
not borrow;

(2)

borrow; and (4)

married men will not borrow;

(3)

11

(1)

wotr.en will

fathers will not

most borrowers will be students who desire to attend

14
colleges outside their home state or regions, 11

4

These criticisms were

refuted with the findings of the National Defense Loan Program's first
year's operational reports,5
In 19 6 0, Moore noted that the following had occurred:
B,:,rrowing to help pay for education is being widely accepted by
students. The Loan program is succeeding beyond the rrost optimistic
expectations of federal and institutional officials, but unfortunately
the demand for funds is exceeded the supply,6
A survey of the National Defense Student Loan program after one
year of operation, made in the fall of 19 6 0, yielded personal statistics
concerning the participa.�ts.

The survey indicated that three out of

five participants were first-year students, three out of four were
single, and nine out of ten women were single,

The 1960 study further

indicated that two out of five family incomes were $4,000,00 or below,
and five out of seven family incomes were $6,000,00 or be.low. 7
The 1960 survey also reported the participants by age,

The per

cent of total participants by age nationally and the per cent of Virginia
participa.··rts by age is represented in Table I.

It is indicated in Table

I that there was no significant difference between the age of all
participants when compared to Virginia participants, and that there was
only a slightly higher percentage of younger participants in Virginia.
4Robert c. Hall, Stanton c. Craigie, "Student Borrowers Under
NDEA,'' School L�9 44 (November, 1961), P• 16.
5Robert c. Hall, "The National Defense Student Loan Program,"
Higher Education, 17 (July, 1961), p. 10.
1960),

6c. H. Moore, "NDEA After 18 Months," School Life, 42 (February,
1'• 30.

7 u.s., Office of Education, Washington, D.c., Student Borrowers,
Their Needs and Resources, Department of Health, Education and Welfare,
(Washington: Government Printing Office, 1962).
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Table I
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PARTICIPANTS BY AGE:
AGGREGATE UNITED STATES PERCENTAGE
AND VIRGINIA PERCENTAGE

Age

Aggregate
United Statesa
(Per cent of Participants)

(1)

(2)

(3)

Under 17

.01

.01

17

.10

.10

18

.22

.29

19

.15

.14

20

.13

.13

21

.11

.11

22

.07

.06

23

.04

• 04

24

.03

.02

Over 24

.14

.10

1.00

1.00

Virginiab
(Per cent of Participants)

Sources:
Columns 2 and 3: U. S., Office of Education, Washington,
D. C., Student Borrowers, Their Needs and Resources, Department of
Health, Education and Welfare, (Washington: Government Printing
Office, 1962), p. 31.
a Percentages rounded to nearest whole per cent.
bPercentages rounded to nearest whole per cent.

16
Incorporated in the 1960 survey was a section that dealt with the
amount of indebtedness a participa�t felt he would be able to incur.
Presented in Table II are two categories of participants who participated
in the
survey.
'

Column 2 and 3 include women participants and columns

4 and 5 include participants who anticipated a teaching occupation.
These major categories are further divided by participants from the entire
United States and participants from the eastern portion of the United
States.
The data in Table II indicates no significant difference in the
amount of indebtedness women participants in the eastern portion of the
United States felt they could incur as compared to the total women
participants in the United States.

It is revealed in the table that

there was no significant difference between participants who expected to
be teachers from the eastern United States and the United States as a
whole in the amount of indebtedness felt by them that they c.ould incur.
The maximum variance in percentage for any one borrowing level was 3 per
cent.

This indicated a relatively constant opinion among the four groups

of participants.
It was determined by the 1960 survey that the amount of debt
participants felt they could incur increased as the expected level of
earning increased.

It was found that two out of five were majoring in

education and approximately three out of five planned to teach, indicating
that lendi_ng instituti.ons gave special consideration to students planning
to teach. 8
From the statistical data gathered in the 1960 survey of parti8Robert C. Hall, 11 The National Defense Student Loan Program,''
Higher Education, 17 (July, 1961), p. 10.
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Table II
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PARTICIPANTS BY SEX AND
BY THE PREFERRED OCCUPATION OF TEACHING,
BY THE AMOUNT OF INDEBTEDNESS
THEY FEEL ABLE TO INCUR
Per cent of
United States
Women

Per cent of
Eastern
Women

Per cent of
United States
Teachers

Per cent of
Eastern
Teachers

(1)

(2 )

( 3)

(4)

(5)

Under $500.00

.07

.08

.06

.07

$501 - $1,000

.21

.19

.20

.18

$1001

$2,000

.32

.32

.32

.31

$2001 - $3,000

.24

.22

.24

.25

$3001 - $6,000

.15

.17

.16

.17

Above $6,000

.01

.02

.02

.02

1.00

1.00

1.00

1.00

Indebtedness

Sources:
Columns 1 through 5: u. S., Office of Education, Washington, D. C.,
Student Borrowers, Their Needs and Resources, Department of Health, Education
and Welfare, (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1962).
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cipants, it was concluded by the Federal_ government that the lending
institutions were properly administeri_ng the loan.

It was also con

cluded that the Loan Program was carrying out one of its major require
ments under Title II, that of helping those students in need of such
help.

The loan program was also fulfilling its responsibility to improve

the nation's talent through post-secondary education by increasing the
opportunities for low income students. 9
Duri?g the first few years that the National Defense Student
Loa-ri Program was in operation, the lending institutions were regularly
checked to require their compliance with r_egulations and_ guidelines
covering the National Defense Student Loan pr_ogram.

Thro_ugh the findings

of the 1960 survey and subsequent yearly operations reports, it was
concluded that the institutions were

11

.

•

.

following both the spirit

and the letter of the law in making loans to students.1110
The original National Defense Student Loan manual of program
guidelines was distributed in 1959 by the Office of Education; Department
of Health, Education and Welfare.

It

was to be used for the life of the

loan, and was expected to terminate June 30, 1966.
The 1959 National Defense Student Loan Pr:ogram Manual of General
Information and Instructions was utilized by lending institutions as the
guidelines by which loans should be made.

The manual contained all the

information the institutions needed in the day-to-day program operation.
Sections in the manual included:

(1)

eligibility and participation; and (3)

the basic law;

(2)

institutional

terms and conditions of the

9Ibid., p. 11.
10Robert C. Hall, "Occupational Plans of Student Borrowers Under
NDEA," School Life t 45 (January, 1963), p. 26.
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individual student loan. 11
The original �egislation which enacted the National Defense
Student Loan in 1958 was revised in October 1961, by the enactment of
Public Law

87-344 •.

The new l_egislation extended the National Defense

Student Loan P�ograrn for two years with modified p�ogram guidelines.
Termination date for the program was June 30, 1968.

In December of 1963,

new legislation, Public Law 88-210, extended the pr_ogram one additional
year.

The termination date was June 30, 1969.
Followi_ng the

1963

l_egislation, a new manual of �egulations

guidelines was published and distributed to lending institutions.

and

The

new manual, entitled "National Defense Student Loan Program Manual of
Policies and Procedures

1964,"

contained all of the legislative revision

The major change found in the

to date.

1964

manual required that

institutional e_l_igibility be restricted to institutions which were
accred.ite d by a nation
. d accre d.iting
.
agenC'J, 12
•
ally recognize

The

eligibili°t'J restriction had the effect of narrowing the eligible studeut
population; thereby making more funds available to the students in those
institutions which met the eligibility requirement.
Beck noted during the first three years of the National Defense
Student Loan Program that,
The traditional reluctance of parents and students to borrow
11

u.s., Office of Education, Washington, D.C., National Deifense
Student Loan Program� Manual of General Information and Instructions
i959-10, Departm�nt of Health, Education and Welfare, (Washington:
Government Printing Office, 1959), pp. 1-9.
u.s., Office of Education, Washington, D.C., National Defense
Student Loan Program Manual of Policies and Procedures 1964, Department
of Health, Education and Welfare, (Washi_ngton: Government Printi_ng
Office, 1964), p. 6.
12
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money for
Bo::-rowing
and young
financi"ng

college expenses has changed drastically in the last decade.
to p·ay college bills is now widespread among both parents
people and will un6oubtedly play an even larger role in
college education in the future.13

Contr�ry to the original observations that few would borrow for an edu-

cation, the National Defense Student Loan Program became an important way
of paying the cost of education for both the students and their parents.
The overwhelming acceptance of borrowing for educational purposes
began to generate questions about the method of paying for an education.
Many of the officials of the 1,700 lending institutions were concerned
about the amount a student could borrow,

There existed little agreement

on what could be considered an acceptance level of incurred debt to pay
for an education.14
As early as 1962, economists and post-secondary institutions
thought that commercial money lending institutions might ta�e advantage
of the more relaxed attitude toward borrowing for an education.

Mis

leading information pertaining to the number of parents and students
borrowing for an education·were evident in order to increase the
commercial money lending to students.

In actuality, approximately 14 per

cent of all students sought loans from all loan sources.15
In October of 1965 the final major legislative changes were made
:r.egarding the National Defense Student Loan Program.

The new legis

lation, public law 88-665, extended the program's duration until
June 30, 1972.

In addition to extending the duration of the loan

13 Joan Beck, "Financing you� College Education," Today's Health,
43 (February, 1965), p. 33.
14•1 Who Pa:-{s for College," College Entrance Examination Board,
1967, p. 8.

15william W. Brickman, Editor, "Borrowing for a College Education,"
School and Societv, 90 (Summer, 1962), p. 254.
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program itself, several other major program revisions were incorporated
with the 1965 legislation.

The changes in operational guidelines were

incorporated into a manual and issued in 1967.
The 1967 manual of operational procedures and guidelines for the
National Defense Student Loan was similar to the two previous manuals.
The manual contained the following sections:
(2)

the basic law;

the institutional el_igibility and participation;

bility and selection of loan recipients;
(5)

(1)

the loan repayments;

procedure; and

(7)

(6)

(4)

(3)

the e�igi

the promissory note;

the partial or full cancellation

the accounting and financial reporti?g procedures. 16

Contained in the 1967 manual was a more detailed explanation of loan
procedures.
Major changes incorporated in the 1967 manual included increasing
the number of post-secondary institutions who were e�igible to dispense
loan funds to the students.

Institutions with a one-year training

program preparing its students for employment were made eligible to
dispense National Defense Student Loan funds,

This ch�ge had the

opposite effect of the changes in the 1964 manual by making more stu
dents el_igible to receive the National Defense Student Loan.

Another

change dealt with the problem of collection which had begun to increase
by 1967.

More and more participants became delinquent in their repayment

or defaulted.

In rec_ognition of the increasing problem of collection, the

legislative cha.,ges incorporated in the 1967 manual required lending
institutions to perform "due diligence" in their collection procedures
16

U.S. Office of Education, Washington, D.C., Mational Defense
Student Loa.ri Program, 19E7 �1anual of Policies and Procedur-es 7 (Washington:
Government Printing Office 1967), pp. 1-85.
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and added a section allowing charges for past due accounts.

Expanding

eligibility to students in certain academic fields (health professions)
that had previously been excluded were also in the 1967 manual changes.
The manual also defined an independent student in specific terms which
had the effect of standardizing loan eligibility for this type of
student.17
Although the changes in 1965 which were incorporated in the 1967
manual added additional charges for past-due accounts, delinquent accounts
were a problem in 1968.

The Federal Government suggested that some

lendi?g institutions might have their allotment of loan funds reduced, or
be eliminated from participating in the National Defense Student Loan
Program if the rate of delinquencies did not improve.18

No institution

was eliminated from the program because of delinquency of repayment on
the part of participants.

In recognit:i.on of collection problems,

additional changes incorporated in a memorandum

permitted the lending

institutions to charge the cost of collection to the loans program.19
During the last three years of the National Defense Student Loan
Program, the years from 1970-1972, economists again questioned the
practicality of borrowing for an educational purpose.

Some economists

observed that post-secondary education was an economic resource for the
recipient.

It was pointed out that a college educated person earned more

17Ibid., pp. 8-21.
18111atest on Borrowing for a College Education," U.S. Ne;1s and
World Report, 61. (December 19, 1966), p. 96.
19

U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare, Washington,
D.C., National Defense Student Loan Prop.ram, Office of Education !1emo
randum, No. 68-2 (Washington: Government Printing Office, 1968), pp. 1,2.
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than a non-col�ege educated person, and since our economy was based on
credit, the borrowi_ng to pay for coll_ege would be a good investment both
for the individual and for the nation.20
Sorr,e economists believed that the philosophy of the earn now� pay
later plan, might have been relevant in the 1950's but not in the 1970's.
They raised the question, "Will it make any real difference that a college
graduate earns more than a non-college educated worker when there aren't
very many of the latter? 1121

Arguments for and.against borrowing for post

secondary educational purposes were made from the inception of the National
Defense Student Loan Program in 1958 to its demise in 1972.

No consensus

of opinion was reached �egarding the economic justification for borrowing
for post-secondary education.
Statistical Review
The final monetary allocation made available to Longwood College
for distribution through the National Defense Student Loan Program was
based on the percent_age of full-time students in Virginia as compared
to the total full-time United States student population.

Virginia

received a proportion of the total funds appropriated for any one fiscal
year.

Presented in Table III is the amount of federal funds authorized

and appropriated for the fourteen years the National Defense Student
Loan Program was _in operation.

The information in Table III reveals that

appropriations were equal to the authorization level in three of the
fourteen years.

This had the effect of limiting the final allocat!on of

20 George H. Hanford, James E. Nelson, "The Da_ngers are Real,"
College Board Review, 75 (Spring, 1970), p. 16.
21

Ib:.d., p. 16.
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Table III
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN AUTHORIZATIONS
AND APPROPRIATIONS BY YEAR
Fiscal
Year

Authorization
(millions of dollars)

Appropriations
(millions of dollars)

(1)

(2)

(3)

1959

47.5

30.9

1960

75.0

40.4

1961

82.5

57.5

1962

90.0

73.8

1963

90.0

90.0

1964

125.0

121.2

1965

163.3

145.0

1966

179.3

179.3

1967

190.0

190.0

1968

225.0

190.0

1969

210.0

190.0

1970

325.0

1a8·.a

1971

375.0

236.5

1972

375.0

286.0

Sources:
Column 2:

Title II, P.L. 85-864, as amended.

Column 3: Advice of Allotment Letter, Courtesy
of Department Health, Education and Welfare.
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funds to Lo?gwood Coll_ege for distribution
authorized in these years.

to a level lower than was

Revealed in Table III is information that

borrowing had been accepted as a means of financing education as
indicated from the increases in both authorization and appropriation.
Represented in Table IV are the amounts loaned in each of the
fourteen years of the National Defense Student Loan a�d the corresponding
number of students receivi_ng such loans.

The number of loans made to

students rose from 24,831 in 1959 to 614,200 in 1972.

Also represented

in the table was the average loan to the participant which rose from
$383.00 in 1959 to $642.00 in 1972.
Represented by Table V is the portion of the total appropriation
each year that was awarded to the Commonwealth of Virginia for distri
bution to the students who attend post-secondary ins ti tu·:ions within the
Commonwealth of Virginia.

Also represented is the percentage of the

total appropriations received each year by Virginia.
The total national appropriations increased substantially from
the program.' s inception in 1959.

The percentage of these appropriations

which were allocated to be used within the Commonwealth of Virginia
remained fairly constant.
Since the amount of federal funds distributed to each lending
institution was computed by a formula, the total appropriation affected
bo·th the state and institutional allocation. 22
Indicated by the tables is an increased involvement by the
federal government in student fina,cial assistance.

Acceptance of this

22 u.s. Office of Education, Washington, D.C., Nationa.l Defense
Student Loan Program, 1967 Manual of Policies and Procedures, (Washington:
Government Printing Office, 1967), pp. 10-11.
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Table IV
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN APPROPRIATION,
LOAN AUTHORIZED AND AVERAGE LOANS BY YEAR
ON A NATIONAL SCALE
Fiscal
Year

Funds Advanced
To Students
(millions of dollars)

Number of
Individual
Loa ns

Averagea
Loan

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

1959

9.5

24,831

$383.00

1960

50.2

115,068

434.00

1961

71.0

151,068

470.00

1962

89.1

186,465

478.00

1963

103.7

216,930

478.00

1964

119.5

246,840

484.00

1965

166.6

329,974

522.00

1966

214.3

377,722

568.00

1967

221.6

396,000

561.00

1968

236.3

429,000

551.00

1969

246.3

455,998

540.00

1970

240.5

452,114

532.00

1971

365.8b

562,800b

650.00

1972

411. Sb

614,200b

642.00

Sources:
Columns 2 and 3: Actual Data from Fiscal operation
reports, da ta furnished courtesy of Department Health, Education and Welfare.
Column 4:

Column 2 divided by column 3.

aFigures rounded to nearest whole dollar
b

Estimated amounts based on available dat a .
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Table V
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN APPROPRIATION,
BY YEAR IN THE NATION AND IN VIRGINIA
Virginia
Allocation
(millions of dollars
rounded to nearest
$100,000)

Year

National
Appropriation
(milliom of dollars
rounded to nearest
$100,000)

(1)

(2)

(3)

(4)

1959

30.9

0.5

.016

1960

40.4

0.6

.015

1961

57.5

0.9

.016

1962

73.8

1.1

.015

1963

90.0

1.3

.014

1964

121.2

1.5

.012

1965

145.0

1.9

.013

1966

179.3

2.6

.015

1967

190.0

2.8

.015

1968

190.0

3.0

.016

1969

190.0

3.1

.016

1970

188.8

3.1

.017

1971

236.5

3.7

.016

1972

286.0

4.7

.016

Per cent of the
Virginia Allocation
to the
National Appropriation

Sources:
Column 2:

Title II, P.L. 85-864, as amended.

Column 3: Advice of Allotment letters, Courtesy, Department of
Health, Education and Welfare.
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°t'Jpe of assistance by the student and the post-secondary institution in
which they were enrolled was also indicated.

Cliapter III
HISTORY OF THE NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT
LOAN AT LONGWOOD COLLEGE
The National Defense Student Loan Program at Longwood College was
es tablished for the 1959-60 academic year.

During the first year of

operation, forty-six applicants required a total of $18,400.oo.
Of the forty-six applicants, thirty-three received a total of
$13,200.00 under the National Defense Student Loan Program in 1959.

The

loans included awards to ten freshmen and twenty-three other l.lllder
graduates.
Depicted in Table VI is the number of National Defense Student
Loan participants in 1959-60 by the amount of the loan.
for this year was $400.00.

The average loan

The same year, the cost for a student

attending Longwood College was $706.00. l

Thus, the ave�age loan paid

approximately 56 per cent of the student's total cost.
In com pliance with regulations regarding identification of
eligible loan applicants, the 1959-60 operation report noted that data
explaining the National Defense Student Loan Program was sent to each
high school principal and director of counseling and guidance in Virginia.
Information was also sent to the bordering states from which Longwood
College accepted students.

The operations report noted that the

Director of Public Relations contacted each Virginia high school and
explained the loan program to school officials and high school seniors.
l1ongwood Col lege (ed.) 9 Longwood College, 75 Years of Teacher
!:ducation; Vol. XLV , No. 2 (Farmville: Longwood College, 1959)• p. 45,,
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Table VI
AMOUNT OF NATIONAL DEFEHSE STUDENT LOANS
IN 1959-61 BY THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS

Amount of Loan

Number of Participants
1959-60
1960-61

(1)

(2)

(3)

$800.00 - $999.00

l

4-

600.00 -

799.00

9

8

4-00.00 -

599.00

5

30

200.00 -

399.00

15

20

o.oo -

199.00

3

1

33

63

Souy,ce:
Columns 1,2 and 3: Yearly Fiscal Opera
tions Re9ort, Lonp;Mood College.
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It was noted in the 1959-60 operations report that the National
Defense Student L.:,an Program reduced requests for Lo_ngwood College's loan
program.

Many of the students eligible for financial assistance were

helped from other sources.
In.1960-61, the second year of the loan program at Longwood
College, the number of participants totaled sixty-three.

The participants

received a total of $27,606.00 through the National Defense Student Loan
This constituted approximately a 100 per cent increase in both

Program.

the number of participants and in the total funds loaned,
Also depicted in Table VI is the number of National Defense Student
Loan participants in 1960-61 according to the amount of loan.

The sixty

three participants included forty-five freshmen and eighteen other under
graduates.

The average loan for 1960-61 was $438.00 whieh represented

approximately 57 per cent of the participant's cost for that year.
The National Defense Student Loan guidelines gave preference to
the academic areas of science, mathematics, modern foreign la�guage, and
to prospective elementary and secondary teachers.

The 1960--61 operation

report indicated that fifty-four of the sixty-three participants or
approximately 86 per cent met this preference criteria.
In the 1961-62 academic year, the amount of National Defense
Student Loans was increased by approximately $1,500.00.

Of the ninety

six students that received loans in 1961-62, thirty-four were freshmen
and sixty-two were other undergraduates.
The number of National Defense Student Loan participants in
1961-62 and the amount borrowed is depicted in Table VII.
National Defense Student Loan guidelines required that priority
for loans be �iven students who planned to teach in elementary and
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Table VII

AMOUNT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS

IN 1951-63 BY THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS

Amount of Loan

Numbe:r. of Participants
1961-62
1962-63

(1)

(2)

(3)

$800.00 - $999.00

0

0

600.00 -

799.00

2

2

400.00 -

599.00

21

17

200.00 -

399. 00

63

61

o.oo -

199.00

10

24

96

104

Source:
Columns 1,2 and 3: Yearly Fiscal Opera
tions Report, Longwood College.

secondary schools.

In the narrative section of the fiscal operations

:report for Lo_ngwood College in 1961-62, it was !"eported that all ninety
six loans went to prospectivE� elementary and secondary teachers.

This

placed
' Longwood College within the .orogram guidelines requiring emphasis
be placed in certain academic areas for participants.

The average loan

for 1961-62 was $303 which represented approximately 40 per cent of
the participant I s cost of attending Lo_ngwood College.
In 1962-63, 104 National Defense Student Loan participants
Of the 104 participants, seventeen

received a total of $26,451.00.
were awarded funds for the first

This was a major ch�nge from

the previous three years in which all the participants were first-time
participants.

The 104 participants were composed of twenty-two

freshmen, thirty-three sophomo�es, thirty-five juniors, and fourteen
seniors.

The National Defense Student Loan Program had a reduction

in the amount loaned from the previous year of approximately $2,600.00.
Also depicted in Table VII is the number of National Defense
Student participants in 1962-63 by the amount of their loans.
average loan in 1962-63 was $�-303.00.

The

With a cost of $786.00, the

average loan paid approximately 32 per cent of a participant's cost
of attending Longwood College.

In 1962-63, all 104 participants

were pro�pective elementary and secondary school teachers.
The first collections of the National Defense Student Loans
made in 1960 were received in 1962-63.
a total of $4,280.00.

These collections amounted to

Of the $5,280.00, the sum of $3,301.00 was

collected in cash from nine participants and $1,970.00 was cancelled
due to teaching service of nineteen participants.
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In the 1963-64 academic year, a total of $34,324.00 was loaned
to 125 participants.

These 125 participants included thirty-four

freshm�n, seventeen sophomores, forty juniors, and thirty-four seniors.
The amount of loans by the number of participants in 1963-64 is depicted
in Table VIII.

The average loan in 1963-64 was $275.00 and amounted

to approximately 34 per cent of the participant's cost of attending
Longwood College.
Collections in 1963-64 amounted to a total of $10,243,00.

Of

this amount, forty participants repaid $6,524.00 in cash and thirty
nine participants cancelled $3,701.00 by teaching service.
In 1964-65, 107 students received a total of $30,057.00 from
the National Defense Student Loan Program at Longwood College.

These

107 participants were composed of thirty freshmen, thirty-one sophomores,

twenty-three juniors, and twenty-three seniors.

The number of National

Defense Student Loan participants in 1964-65 is depicted in Table IX,
by the amount of their loans.
The average loan in 1964-65 was $251.00.

The average loan

amounted to approximately 35 per cent of the cost of attending Longwood
College for the participant.

According to the guidelines in 1964-65,

it was no longer necessary to report the number of participants who
were in the designated academic preference areas.

However, the

parental income level of all freshmen participants was requested •• The
change in the yearly report indicated� change in emphasis from a
preferred academic major to an emphasis based on financial need for
eligibility.
Total collections in 1954-65 were $7,922.00.

r

Of this total,
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Table VIII
AMOUNT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS
IU 1963-64 BY THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS
Amount of Loan

Number of Participants

(1)

(2)

$800.00 - $999.00

0

600.00 -

799.00

3

400.00 -

599.00

25

200.00 -

399.00

65

o.oo -

199.00

32
125

Source:
Columns l and 2: Yearly Fiscal Opera
tions Report, Longwood College.
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Table IX
AMOUNT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS
IN 1964-65 BY THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS
Amount of Loan

Number of Participants

(1)

(2)

$800.00 - $999.00

0

£00.00 -

799.00

2

400.00 -

599.00

23

200.00 -

399.00

o.oo -

199.00

18
107

Source:
Columns 1 and 2: Yearly Fiscal Opera
tions .. Report, Longwood College.
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$4,890.00 was received in cash and $2,102.00 was cancelled by teaching
During 1964-65, seven participants cowpleted repayment of

service.

their loans which were made prior to 1963-64.

One other loan balance

was cancelled due to the death of the participant.

A participant's

loan can be cancelled due to the death of the participant or due to
bankruptc-.r .. 2
The year 1965-66 was the second consecutive year that there
was a reduction from the previous year in the amount loaned.
total amount loaned in 1965-66 was $28,175.00.

The

The reason for the

reduction in the amount of money loaned from the previous year was
not available.

Funds received from the federal government increased

by approximately $1,000.00 while the amount loaned was reduced by
approximately $2,000.00.
participants.

This amount was divided among ninety-nine

The average loan in 1965-66 was $285.00.

The average

loan paid approximately 34 per cent of the participant's cost of
attending Longwood College.

Of the ninety-nine participants, thirty

six were freshmen, twenty-four were sophomores, nineteen were juniors,
and twenty were seniors.

Represented in Table Xis the number of

National Defense Student Loan participants in 1965-66 by the amount
of their loans.
There was $31,870.00 loaned in the 1966-67 academic year.
Of this amount, 102 students borrowed an average of $312.00 each.
The average loan paid approximately 35 per cent of the cost of

2

U.S. Department of Health, Education and Welfare, National
Defense Student Loan Program, 1967 2 Manual of Policies and Procedures
Office of Education. Publication,. 1967, pp. 34-38.
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Table X
AMOUNT OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS
IN 1965-66 BY THE NUMBER OF PARTICIPA}TTS
Amount of Loan

Nuwber of Participants

(1)

(2)

$800.00 .. $999.00

0

600.00 -

799.00

0

4-00.00 -

599.00

22

200.00 -

399.00

63

o.oo -

199.00
99

Source:
Columns 1 and 2: Yearly Fiscal Opera
tions Report, Longwood College.
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attendi_ng Lo_ngwood Col�ege.

The 102 participants included :for'bJ-one

freshmen, twenty-fnur sophomores, twenty-one juniors, and sixteen
seniors.

To insure that the 102 participants were within the prescribed

parental income ranges to which the loan funds were directed, the income
levels were reported in the fiscal operation report.

Approximately

94 per cent of the participants came from families whose adjusted
gross income was below the $12,000.00 level.

This placed L�ngwood

College well within the range of lower income recipients.
tional participant's death was recorded in 1966-67.

One addi

This cancelled

the outstanding loan balance for the individual.
During the academic year 1967-68, there were 111 participants.
The participants included thirty-three freshmen, thirty-two sophomores,
twent-J-five juniors, and twenty-one seniors.
The loans made in 1967-68 were to participants within the
lower income levels.

Approximately 95 per cent of the loans were made

to students with a family income below $12,000.00.
The average loan for 1967-68 was $305.00.

The aver;3.ge loan

amounted to approximately 28 per cent of the participant's cost of
attending Longwood College,

The total amount loaned was $33,890.00.

Collection procedures recorded one additional participant's death and
one total disability case.

The two loan cancellations raised the total

loan principals cancelled due to death or disability to four.
Beginning in 1967-68, the yearly fiscal operations report
required a listing of the number of participants by ethnic background.
The amount of loan money being designated for low income students was
also required to be re,orted.

Students from minority groups were to
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receive their appropriate share of the federal funds.

Of the 111 parti

cipants only one participant was fror.i a minority ethnic group.

Due to

the small number of minority group students attending Longwood, the fact
that o,nly one loan was made to a student from this_ group did not limit
the federal funds received by Longwood College in the following years.
There were 131 National Defense Student Loan participants in
1968-69.

The total amount borrowed was $35,000.00 and the average loan

was approximately $274.00.

The average loan paid approximately 24 per

cent of the participant's cost of attending Lo_ngwoo d College in 1968-69.
The participants in 1968-69 included fifty-three freshmen, twenty
six sophomores, thirty-three juniors, and nineteen seniors.

There were

no participants frcm the minority ethnic groups.
The participants aver.age parental income level for 1968-69 was
in the $7,500.00 to $8,999.00 range.

Longwood College was again within

the priority income levels with approximately 93 per cent of the
participants coming from families with incomes below the $12,000.00
level.
In 1969-70, 131 students borrowed a total of $36,920.00.
a.verage loan for this year was $282.00.

The

With a cost of $1,200.00, the

average loan paid approximately 23.5 per cent of the cost of attending.
Longwood College.
The 1969-70 participants included fifty-seve� freshmen, thirty
sophomores, twenty-one juniors, and twenty-three seniors.

There were

no participants from any minority ethnic background.
In 1970-71, fifty-eight freshmen, thirty-four sophomores, twenty
eight juniors, and seventeen seniors, for a total of 137 students,
borrowed $39,400.00.

The average loan for these participants was $288.00.
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The average loan paid approximately 20 per cent of the participant's
cost of attending Longwood College.
The designated lower income levels were met with approximately
91 per cent of the participants comi_ng from families with adjusted gross
incomes below $12,000.00.

There were, for the third consecutive year,

no loans made to students from minority ethnic backgrounds.

Due to

the small total number of Longwood students in this cat_egory, the fact
that no students from this background received loans did not affect
Longwood College's applications for federal funds.
Prior to 1970-71, the financial aid office and all financial
aid programs including the National Defense Student Loan Program were
under the responsibility of the Director of Admissions.

On June 1, 1970,

Longwood College employed a Director of Financial Aid and the responsi
bility for 211 financial assistance programs was transferred to the
Financial Aid Office under his direction.
The Director of Financial Aid instituted one major change
affecting the National Defense Student Loan Program.

The change con

cerned the billing procedure for the National Defense Student Loan
Program.

Prior to this date, each participant who was in a repayment

status had received a personal letter which contained the applicable
cancellation forms, if any, when their payment was due.

Under the

leadership of the Director of Financial Aid, an account ledger for each
participant was designed and a billing procedure was developed.
delete the necessity of a personal letter at billing time, it wa_s
decided that the director would develop an exit interview packet
containing the necessary cancellation fo�s for all participants.

To
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All b illin� was then done on a quarterly or yearly basis without the
necessity of a personal letter.

The changes were necessitated by federal

regulations and guidelines governing the National Defense Student Loan
Program.
In the last year of operation for the National Defense Student
Lo-:m, 1971-72, 124 students borrowed $37,452.00.
1971-72, was $302.00.

The average loan for

A loan in the average amount paid approximately

19.5 per cent of the participant's cost of attending Longwood College.
The participants were within the designated lower family income
levels with approximately 93 per cent coming from families with incomes
below the $12,000.00 level.

Of the 124 participants, three were from

minority ethnic groups.
During the year 1971-72 one additional National Defense Student
Loan account was cancelled due to bankruptcy of the participant.
Summa:::-i
Longwood College initiated usage of -the National Defense Student
Loan Program in 1959 by awarding a total of $13 9 200.00 to thirty-three
students.

The data in Table XI indicates the amount of money loaned

under the National Defense Student Loan Program at Longwood College from
1959-60 to 1971-72 by yea:r..

The data in Table XI indicates that there

were a succession of increases in the amounts loaned each year except
1962-63, 1964-65, 1965-66, and 1971-72.

The.largest amount loaned in

any one year was $39,400.00 in 1970-71.

The amount loaned in 1970-71

represented a monetary increase of $26,200.00 and an increase of 198
per cent from the first year of the program.

The total increase in the

final year of the program, 1971-72, was $24,252.00 as compared with
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Table XI

ANNUAL AMOUNTS LOANED UNDER THE NATIONAL DEFENSE
STUDENT LOAN PROGRAi.'1 AND PER CENT
OF INCREASE OR (DECREASE)
Per cent of
Increase (Decrease)
Over the Previous Year

Academic Year

Amount Loaned

(1)

(2)

1959-60

$ 13,200.00

1960-61

27,606.00

1.09

1961-62

29,070.00

.05

1962-63

26,451.00

(.09)

1963-64

34,324.00

.30

1964-65

30,057.00

(.12)

1965-66

28,175.00

(.06)

1966-67

31,870.00

.13

1967-68

33,890.00

.06

1968-69

35,600.00

.05

1969-70

36,920.00

.04

1970-71

39,400.00

.07

1971-72

37,452.00

(.05)

TOTAL

(3)

$404,015.00

Source:

Column 2:
College, 1960-72.

Yearly Fiscal Operations Report, Longwood
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1959-60 or approximately 184 per cent.

Also illustrated in Table XI is the percent_age increase or
de.crease in each year funds we:r,e loaned under the National Defense
Student Loan Program.

The largest increase was from 1959-60 to 1960-61

when the a�ount of money loaned increased approximately 109 per cent.
The largest decrease was between 1963-64 and 1964-65 when the amount
loaned decreased approximately 12 per c1:mt.
Over the years the National Defense Student Loan was operational,
there were 804 participants.
loans.

The 804 par·ticipants made a total of 1,363

This amounted to approximately one and seven-tenths loans per

participant.
The data in Table XII demonstrates the progression of the number
of participants by year, the number of first time participants each
year and the total cumulative participants each year.
The data in column 4 of Table XII illustrates the relation of
first-time participants to the total participants for each year.

The

first-time participants are expressed as a per cent of the total
participants.

This revealed that for the first three years� all the

participants were first-time participants.

The fourth year was almost

a complete reversal of this with approxi�ately 16 per cent of the
participants being first-time participants.

Following the fourth year,

the per cent of first-time participants increased to approximately 49
and then fluctuated between 49 to 70 as recorded in the last year of
the loan program.
The average yearly loan amount and its relationship to the cost
in that year is illustrated by Table XIII,

It is demonstrated that the

average loan for the last eleven years was approximately $287.00.

The
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Table XII
NUMBER OF TOTAL NDSL PARTICIPANTS, FIRST-TIME NDSL PARTICIPANTS AND
'
CUMULATIVE NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PARTICIPANTS
BY YEAR AT LONGWOOD COLLEGE
First-Time Participants
as a Per cent of
Total Participants a

Cumulative
Participants

(4)

(5)

33

1.00

33

63

63

1.00

96

1961-62

96

96

1.00

192

1962-63

104

17

.16

209

1963-64

125

61

.49

270

1964-65

107

46

.43

316

1965-66

99

52

.53

368

1966-67

102

66

.65

434

1967-68

111

50

.45

484

1968-69

131

71

.54

555

1969-70

131

74

.56

629

1970-71

137

88

.64

717

1971-72

124

87

.70

804

Academic
Year

Total
Participants

(1 )

(2)

1959-60

33

1960-61

First-Time
Participants
(3)

Sources:
Columns 2, 3, and 5:
Column 4:

Yearly Fiscal Operation Report, Longwood College.

Colunm 3 divided by Column 2.

aFigure rounded to nearest whole per cent.
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Table XIII
AVERAGE YEARLY NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN
IN COMPARISON TO YEARLY COST AND PER CENT
OF COST PAID BY AN AVERAGE LOAN
Academic
Year

Average
Loan

Cost of Attending
Longwood College

Average Loan as a
Per cent of Cost

(1 )

(2)

(3)

(4)

706.00

.57

1959-60

$400.00

1960-61

438.00

756.00

.58

1961-62

303.00

756.00

.40

1962-63

254.00

786.00

.32

1963-64

275.00

810.00

.34

1964-65

281.00

810.00

.35

1965-66

285.00

850.00

.34

1966-67

312.00·

905.00

.35

1967-68

305.00

1,085.00

.25

1968-69

274.00

1,140.00

.24

1969-70

282.00

1,200.00

.24

1970-71

288.00

1,415.00

.20

1971-72

302.00

1,545.00

.20

$

Sources:
College.
1971-72.

Column 2:

Yearly Fiscal Operations Report, Longwood

Column 3:

Longwood College Bulletin, 1959-60 through

Column 4:

Column 2 divided by Column 3.
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average lean of $287 .oo duri_ng the last eleven years remained relatively
constant with a maximum average loan of $312.00 in 1966-67 and a minimum
average loan of $254.00 in 1962-63.

The fluctuation of an average loan

amount during these eleven years was $58.00.

Duri?g this eleven-year

period of relatively constant average loan amounts, the cost of education
to the participant increased by $789.00.
slightly greater than 100 per cent.

The increase in cost was

This relationship is illustrated

by Chart 1.
As the acceptance of borrowing for an education grew and as costs
increased at the rate of approximately 10 per cent per year, there was
greater student demand for the available funds.

Consequently, the

average loan remained relatively constant as both the cost to the
student and the number of participants grew.

The data in Table XIII

indicates this relationship.
The relation of the average National Defense Student Loan at
Longwood College to the average loan on a national basis is illustrated.
on Chart 2.

As the average loan to Longwood students remained consistent,

the average loan on a national basis increased steadily.
The data in Tables XIV and XV represents information pursuant to
the two areas of interest regarding the designation of National Defense
Student Loan funds since 1966-67.

Represented in Table XIV is the

number of participants each year in relation to their family income
levels.

With greater emphasis placed on lower income level in the years

after 1965, it was evident from the data presented in Table XIV that vast
majority of loans made by Longwood after 1965 were to students with
family incomes belo� the $12,000.00 level.
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Table XIV
NUMBER OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS
MADE BY PARENTAL INCOME LEVEL
OF THE PARTICIPA..'IT
1971-72
Number of Participants by Parental Income Level
Academic
Year

0$
$2,999

$3,000$5,999

$6,000$7,499

$7,500$8,999

$ 9,000$11,999

$12,000Plus

Independent

1966-67

10

29

23

20

14

6

none

1967-68

12

28

24

19

23

5

none

1968-69

4

38

20

38

22

9

none

1969-60

5

37

13

26

43

7

none

1970-71

15

24

18

20

48

12

none

1971-72

15

45

21

21

13

4

5

Source:
Column 2:

Fiscal Operations Report, Longwood College; 1965-66, 1971-72.
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Table XV
NUMBER OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN
PARTICIPANTS BY ETHNIC BACKGROUND,
1967-68 1971-72
Number of Participants by Ethnic Backgrounds
Academic
Year

Black

American
Indian

Oriental

Spanish
Surnamed

All Other

1967-68

1

none

none

none

110

1968-69

none

none

none

none

131

1969-70

none

none

none

none

131

1970-71

none

none

none

none

137

none

none

none

121

1971-72

3

Source:
--Column 2:
1967-68, 1971-72.

Fiscal Operations Report, Longwood College;
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Presented in Table XV is the number of students from specific
minority ethnic groups who received National Defense Student Loans at
Longwood College.

Although the total number of students was small,

when compared to the total number of students attending Longwood from
minority ethnic groups, the number of participants was not unusual with
regard to the des_ignation of funds.
Of the 804 participants who received a total of $404,015.oo,
238 participants repaid o� cancelled their accounts in full as of June
30, 1972.

The accounts repaid in full amounted to $106,966.00. 3

The total amount of principal repaid in cash or cancelled as of
June 30, 1972, was $191,126.00.

The total outstanding principal balance

on June 30, 1972, was $212,889.00.

This $212,889.00 balance included

566 accounts.

3Fiscal Operations Re.port, Lon�ood College, Office of Education
Form 1 152-2, July 1972, p. 5.

Chapter IV
A PROFILE OF PARTICIPANTS IN THE MATIONAL
DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM
AT LONGWOOD COLLEGE
1959 - 1972
Data covering the participants in the National Defense Student
Loan program at Longwood College are presented in this chapter.
There were 804 borrowers from the National Defense Student Loan
program at Longwood College during ·the period 1959 - 1972.

A question

naire (Appendix A) entitled• "National Defense Student Loan Program,
Longwood College, Participant Questionnaire", was sent to each borrower
to obtain the data presented in this study.
A draft of the questionnaire was first reviewed by the President
and Vice President of Longwood College and the wording of the question
naire was revised to agree with Longwood College terminology.

The

members of the writer's thesis committee also reviewed the draft questionnaire.
The draft questionnaire was also pre-tested on two members of
the participant population who had graduated from Longwood College.

As

a result of their review, the wording in two questions was changed to
clarify the questions.
The 804 :participants who were sent q_uestionnaires included 694
who were no longer in attendance at Longwood College and 110 who were
still in attendance as of March 16, 1973.

Questionnaires were received

from 484 of the 804 participa.�ts for a return sampling of 60 per cent.
Twenty-two questionnaires were received too late to be included in the
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analysis.
data.

Nine questionnaires were disqualified because of insufficient

The questionnaires sent to the participants in attendance at

Longwood College at the time the questionnaire was mailed were modified.
The recipients were asked to complete only certain questions.
B).

(Appendix

The data presented in this chapter were based on the information

furnished by 453 participants from the National Defense Student Loan
Program at Longwood College, a usable return sampling of 56 per cent,
'The findings of the study were arranged under the following
categories; (1) socio-economic factors; (2) college financi�g;
(3) repayment information; (4) personal data (5) attitude; and
(6)

comments •
I.

SOCIO-ECONOMIC FACTORS

The data in Table XVI represents the average parental income
level of the participants during the years that loans were made to the
borrowers.

Thirty-five per cent of the participants, or 156, had a

parental income from $3,000 to $4 9 999.

'The parental income range from

$6,000 to $7,499 was the income bracket having the second largest nu��er

of participants.

This income range amounted to 18 per cent, or eighty

participants.
Sixty participants, or 13 per cent, had a parental income range
from $0 to $2,999.

Sixty-eight participants, or 15 per cent of the

borrO',ters had parental income levels from $9 ,ooo ·to $11,999.

Eleven

parti cipants, or 2 per cent, had parental income levels from $12,000 to
$14,999.
$15 9 000

Nine participants, or 2 per cent had parental incomes of
and over.

Represented in Table XVII is the number of borrowers who
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Table XVI
AVERAGE PARENTAL INCOME OF THE PARTICIPANTS
DURING THE YE.�RS LOANS WERE MADE

Number of
Participa'"!ts�•:

Income
Level
....c!:

0 - $2,999

Per Cent of
Participants Within
an Income Range

60

.13

3,000 -

5,999

156

.35

6,000 -

7, Lf99

80

.18

7,500 -

8,999

68

.15

9,000 - 11,999

56

.12

12,000 - 14,999

11

.02

15,000 and over

9

.02

440

• 97

TOTAL

"'Thirteen participants or 3 per cent of the participant
information is not available.
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Table XVII

NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS WHO GRADUATED,
WITHDREW; OR WERE IN' RESIDENCE,
AS OF MARCH 1973
Number of
Part.tcipants

Per Cent of
Participants

302

.67

Withdrew Prior to Graduation

93

.21

In Residence at Longwood Coll_ege

58

.12

Classification
Graduated

TOTAL

453
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graduated, withdrew or were attending Longwood College as of March, 1973.
A total of 302 borrowers, or 67 per cent, graduated from Longwood
College.

Ninety-three borrowers, or 21 per cent, withdrew from Longwood

Col�ege prior to graduation.

Fifty-eight borrowers, or 12 per cent,

were still in attendance.
Participants who withdrew from Longwood College prior to gradu
ation are represented in Table XVIII.
Thirty participants, or 32 per cent, transferred to another post
secondary institution.
school.

Nine participants, or 10 per cent, disliked

Twenty-six, or 28 per cent, withdr1ew because of marriage.

Eleven participants, or 12 per cent, withdrew because of financial
reasons, and seventeen participants, or 18 per cent, withdrew for other
reasons.
The data in Table XIX represents the number of borrowers who
graduated or withdrew from Longwood College who had a brother or sister.
A total of 296 borrowers, or 75 per cent, had a brother.

Of this number

152, or 38 per cent, had an older brother and 195, or 49 per cent, had a
younger brother.

Two hundred seventy-four borrowers I or 69 per cant•

indicated they had a sis�er, and 135 borrowers, or 34 per cent 9 had an
older sister.
sister.

A total of 183 borra�ers, or 46 per cent, had a younger

There were 147 borrowers, or 37 per cent, who had both a

brother and sister, and seventeen borrowers, or 4 per cent� who had
neither brother nor sister.
Represented in Table XX is the number of participants who gradu
ated or wlthdrew from Longwood College who had a brother or sister
attending a college siraultaneously with their own education.
A to·tal of 151 participants, or 38 per cent, had a brother or
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Table XVIII
REASONS FOR LEAVING LONG�OOD COLLEGE PRIOR TO GRADUATION
OF THOSE PARTICIPANTS WHO WITHDREW
Reasons for
Withdrawal
TransfE�rred

Number of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

30

.32

9

.10

Marriage

26

.28

Financial

11

.12

Other

17

.18

93

1.00

Disliked School

TOTAL
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Table XIX

HUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WITH SIBLINGS
Family
Characteristics

Nurr.ber of
Participants1:

Per Cent of
Participants

Brother - Older or Younger

196

.75

Brother - Older

152

.38

Brother - Younger

195

.49

Sister - Older or. Younger

274

.69

Sister - Older

135

.3U

Sister - Yo-.m,i:er

183

.46

Both Brother and Sister

147

.37

17

.ou

Neither Brother nor Sister

·'-Does not include participants who were in attendance at Long
wood Collefe at the time of this study. No answer was received from one
participant, or less than 1 per cent.
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Table XX
NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS WITH SIBLINGS
ATTENDING COLLEGE SIMULTANEOUSLY
WITH THEIR mm EDUCATION
Siblings
Attending College Simultaneously

Number of
Participants•':

Per Cent of
Particinants

Yes

151

.38

Ho

223

.57

374

.95

TOTAL

* Does not include participants still attending Longwood at the time
of this study. Twenty-one participants, or 5 per cent, did not respond to
this item.
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sister attending college while they were attending Longwood College.
There were 223 participants, or 57 per cent, who did not have a brother
or sister attending college while they were.

Twenty-one borrowers, or

5 per cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXI is the number of families havi_ng more
than one child attending college simultaneously.
A total of 104 families, or 69 per cent, had 2 members in college.
Thirty-three families, or 22 oer cent, had three members in college.
Nine families, or 6 per cent, had 4 members in college simultaneously.
Two families, or 1 per cent, had 5 in college.

Three families, or 2 per

cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXII is the number of participants having
siblings who borrovted from the National Defense Student Loan Program.
A total of 105 participants, or 28 per cent, had siblings who
borrowed from the National Defense Student Loan Program.

There were

256 participants, or 68 pe:r.• cent, who had siblings who did not borrow
from the National Defense Student Loan Program.

Seven participants,

or 2 per cent, did not know if their brother or sister borrowed.

Ten

participants, or 2 per cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXIII is the geographical location of the
participants home address during the years the participant was attending
Lon:sWood College.
From the total respondi�nts, 232 participants, or 51 per cent,
maintained rural home addresses.

A total of 215 participants, or

48 per cent, maintained urban home addresses.
1 per cent, did not respond to this question.

Six participants, or
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Table XXI
NUMBER OF FAMILIES HAVING MORE THAN
ONE CHILD ATTENDING COLLEGE
Number Attending
College

Number of
Families

Per Cent of
Families

2

104

. 69

3

33

.22

4

9

.06

5

2

.01

148

• 98

TOTAL

�·:rhree participants, or 2 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table XXII
NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS HAVING SIBLHTGS WHO
ALSO BORROWED THROUGH THE NATIONAL DEFENSE
STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM

Classification

Nu.rnbar of
Participants,·:

Per Cent o"f
Participants

Participants with Siblings
who also borrowed

105

.28

Participants with Siblings
who did not borrow

256

.68

7

.02

368

• 98

Unknoi-m
TOTAL

item.

:'=Ten �artid.pai,ts, or 2 per cent, did not respond to the
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Table XXIII
GEOGRAPHICAL LOCATION OF RESIDENCE OF PARTICIPANTS
AT THE TIME OF ATTENDANCE AT L ONGWOOD COLLEGE
Type of
Participants

Metropolitan
Location

Rural
Location

Per Cent of
Rural

Total Participantsa

232

.51

215

.48

Particinants with Loans
Totaling $0 - $499b

109

.55

87

.44

P articipants with Loans
Totaling $500 - $999

21

.40

31

.60

Participants with Loans
Totaling $1000 or more c

69

.47

75

.52

this item.
this item.
this item.

Pe r Cent of
Metropolitan

a.

Six participants, or less than 1 per cent, did not respond to

b.

Two participants, or less than 1 per cent, did not respond to

c.

One participant, or less than 1 per cent, did not respond to
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Of the participants who made loans from $0 to $499, 109 partici
pants, or 55 per cent, maintained rural home addresses.

Eighty-seven

participants, or 44 per cent, maintained urban home addresses.

Two

participants, or 1 per cent, of the respondents who borrowed from $0
to $499 did not respond to this question.
Of the participants who made loans ranging from $500 to $999,
twenty-one borrowers, or 40 per cent, maintained rural home addresses.
Thirty-one participants, or 60 per cent, urban home addresses.
Of the participants who made loans totaling $1,000 or more
sixty-nine borrowers, or 47 per cent, maintained rural home addresses.
Seventy-five borrowers, or 52 per cent, maintained urban home addresses.
One borrower, or less than l per cent of the participants did not
respond to this question.
II.

COLLEGE

FINMlCING

Represented in Table XXIV is the level of individual borrowing
by participants in the National Defense Student Loan Program at Longwood
College.

The level of borrowin.1s indicated in this table includes only

the amount borrowed from the National Defense Student Loan Program.
Sixty-four participants, or 16 per cent, borrowed from $0 to
$244.

A total of 134 participants, or 26 per cent, borrowed from

$500 to $749.

Forty-two participants, or 11 per cent, borrowed from

$750 to $999.

Twenty-six participants, or 7 per cen t, borrowed from

$1,000 to $1,249.

Four participants, or 4 per cent, borrowed from

$1,250 to $1, 1+99.

Four partici!) ants, or l per cent, borrowed from

$1,500 to $1,749.

Three participants, or 1 per cent, borrowed from
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Table XXIV
TOTAL LEVEL OF INDIVIDUAL BORROWING FROM THE NATIONAL
DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM
AT LONGWOOD COLLEGE

Amount Borrowed

$

Nurrbe:?'."' of

Partici?ants�:

·Per Cent of
Participants

0 -

249

6�

.16

250 -

449

134

.3U

500 -

749

103

.26

750

999

42

.11 -

1000 - 1249

26

.07

1250 - 1499

15

• Ol

1500 - 1749

4

.01

1999

3

Less than .01

2

Less than .01

393

1.00

1750

2000 or more

TOTAL

*Two participants,or less than 1 per cent, did not
have this information in their perD2nent files.

�
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$1,750 to $l j 999.
$2,000 or more.

Two participant s, or less than l per cent, borrowed
Two participants, or less than l pe r cent, did not have

this information available in their permanent file.
Borrowers who were still attendin_ g Longwood Coll_ege at the time
of this study did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXV is the number of individual loa�s made
by participants in the National Defense Stude nt Loan Program at Longwood
College.
A total of 182 participants, or 46 per cent, made one loan.
total of 116 participants, or 29 per cent, made two loans.
participants, or 16 per cent, made three loans.

A

Sixty-three

Thirty-four participants,

Participants still attending Longwood

or 9 per cent , made four loans.

College did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXVI is the number of participants who
borrowed funds in excess to the National Defense Student Loan Prog ram.
A total of 416 participants, or 92 per cent, did borrow funds in
excess to the National Defense Student Loan Program.

Thirty-six partici

pants, or 8 per cent , did not borrow funds in excess to the National
Defense Student Loan Program.

One participant, o r less than 1 per cent,

did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXVII is the number of National Defense
Student Loan participants who married a borrcwer.
Seventy-one participants, or 18 per cent, married a borrower.

A

total of 318 participants, or 80 per cent, did not marry a borrower.
Six participants, or 2 per cent, did not respond to this question.

The

data in Table XXVII does not include participants who were in attendance
at Longwood College at the time of this study.
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Table XXV
NUMBER OF INDIVIDUAL LOANS Mi\DE BY PARTICIPANTS
IN THE NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN'
PROGRAM AT LONGWOOD COLLEGE
NuJT1ber of
Individual Loans

Number of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

1

182

• 4-6

2

116

.29

3

63

.16

4

34

.09

395

1.00

TOTAL

69

Table XXVI
NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS W!-IO BORROWED
IN EXCESS TO THE HATIONAL DEFENSE
STUDENT LOAN
Additional
Borrowing

Number of
Participants f,

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

416

.92

No

36

.08

TOTAL

452

1.00

:':One participant, or less than l per cent,
did not respond to this question.

r
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Table XX'lII
NUMBER OF NATIONAL DEFENSE STt,DENT LOAN
PARTICIPANTS WHO MARRIED A BORROWER
Married a
Borrower

NuTJ'l.ber of
Participants�•:

Per Cent of
Participants

71

.18

No

318

.80

TOTAL

389

• 98

Yes

�•:six participants, or 2 per cent, did not
respond to this question.

r
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Represented in Table XXVIII is the number and pe� cent of partici
pc1nts who married a borrower when cat_egorized by the amount borrowed by
the spouse.
Five participants, or 7 per cent, married an individual who
borrowed from $0 to $499.

Ten participants, or 14 per cent, married

an individual who borrowed from $500 to $999.

Nineteen participants, or

27 per cent, married an individual who borrowed from $1,000 to $1,499.
Seven participants, or 10 per cent, married an individual who borrowed
from $1,500 to $1,999.

Twenty-seven participants, or 38 per cent,

married an individual who borrowed $2 ,ooo

01:-

more.

Three participants,

or 4 per cent, did not respond to this question.
III.

REPAYMENT INFORMATION

The data in Table XXIX represents the repayment responsibilities
for the national Defense Student Loan.
A total of 366 borrowers, or 81 por cent, stated that they
assumed responsibility for the repayment of the National Defense Student
Loan.

Fifty-four borr�ners, or 12 per cent, stated that their parents

assumed the responsibility of their National Defense Student Loan.
Tw�nty-five borrowers, or 6 per cent, indicated that the responsibility
of repayment of their National Defense Student Loan was assumed by
persons other than themselves or their parents.

Eight borrowers, or 1

per cent, did not respond to this question.
The data in Table XXX represents the repayment responsibility for
funds borrowed in excess to the National Defense Student Loan.
A total of 315 participants, or 76 per cent, stated that th�y
assu.�ed responsibility for repayment of funds borrowed in excess to the
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Table XXVIII
BOP.ROWING LEVEL OF PARTICIPANT'S
SPOUSE
Number of
Spouses ;':

Per Cent of
Spouses

499

5

.07

500 -

999

10

.14

1,000 -

1,499

19

.27

1 > 500 -

1,999

7

.10

27

.38

68

.96

Borrowing
Level
$

0 - $

2,000 or more

TOTAL

,':Three participants, or 4 per cent, did not
respond to this question.
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Table XXIX
REPAYMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR THE
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN'
Repayment
Responsibility

Self

Nurr>ber of
Participantsl·:

Per Cent of
Participants

366

• 81

Parents

54

.12

Other

25

.06

445

.99

TOTAL

*Eight participants, or 1 per cent > of the parti
cipants did not respond to this question.
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Table XXX
REPAYMENT RESPONSIBILITY FOR FUNDS BORROWED IN
EXCESS TO THE �ATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN
Repayment
Responsibility
Self

Number of
Participants:':

Per Cent of
Participants

315

.76

Parents

50

.12

Othe?"

30

.07

395

.95

TOTAL

:':Thirty-one participants, or 5 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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National Defense Student Loan.

Fifty participants, or 12 per cent,

stated that their parents had assumed this responsibility.

Thirty

participants, or 7 per cent, stated that neither they nor their parents
assumed the responsibility for repayment.

Twenty-one participants, or

5 per cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXXI is the number of National Defense
Student Lcian participants who stated that their loan obligated them to
teach for a period after graduation when they did not desire to do so.
Forty participants, or 10 per cent, indicated that their National
Defense Student Loan obligated them to teach for a period of _time after
graduation, when they did not desire to.

A total of 322 participants,

or 82 per cent, indicated that their loan did not obligate them to
teach.

Thirty-three participants, or 8 per cent, did not respond to this

question.

Loan recipients still attending Longwood College at the time

of the survey did not respond to ·this question.
Repr�sented in Table XXXII is the number of borrowers who
responded in the affirmative in Table XXXI that stated their teaching
kept themselves or their spouses from accepting a better job offer.
Nine borrowers, or 22 per cent, indicated that their teaching
obligation did keep them or their spouses from accepting a better job
offer.

Thirty-one borrowers, or 78 per cent, indicated that their

teaching did not hinder their spouses or themselves.
Represented in Ta.ble XXXIII is the number of participants who
stated that the repayment of the National Defense hindered further
pursuit of education for themselves.
Forty-one participants, or 10 per cent, indicated that their
National Defense Student Loan 'repayment hindered their plans for further
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Table XXXI

OBLIGATION OF THE NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN
PARTICIPANTS TO TEACH WHEN THEY
DID NOT DESIRE TO DO SO

Obligated to
Teach
Yes
No

TOTAL

Number of
Participants:':

Per Cent o.f
Participants

L (O

.10

322

• B2

362

.92

*Thirty-three participants, or 8 per cent, did
not respond to this item.
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Table XXXII

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS
WHO REFRAINED FROM ACCEPTING
A BETTER JOB OFFER
Refrained from accepting
a better job offer

Number of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

9

.22

No

31

• 78·

TOTAL

40

1.00
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Table XXXIII
PARTICIPANTS REPORTING LOAN A HINDRANCE

TO FURTHER EDUCATION

Hindrance of
Further Education

Nurrber of
Participants:':

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

41

.10

No

313

.80

TOTAL

354

.90

�•,rorty-one participants, or 10 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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education.

A total of 313 participants, or 80 per cent, indicated that

repayment did not hinder their own plans for further education.
one participants, or 10 per cent did not respond to this item.

Forty
Loan

recipients who wera attending Longwood College at the time of this sur
vey were requested not to respond to this question.
Represented in Table XXXIV are the borro�ers who received a post
ponement on the repayment of their National Defense Student Loan.
Forty-nine borrowers, or 12 per cent, indicated that they had
received a repayment postponement.

A total of 346 borrowers, or 88 per

cent, indicated that no ,.•epayment postponement had been received.
The data in Table XXXV represents the type of repayment post
ponements received by the National Defense Student Loan recipients.
One loan recipient received postponement for joining the Peac�
Corps.

Thirt-;-one loan x�cipients, or 63 per cent, received repayment

postponements for additional schooling.

Four loan recipients, or 8 per

cent, received repayment postponements for joining the armed services.
Thirteen loan recipients, or 27 per cent, did not respond to this item.
Represented in Table XXXVI is the number of borrowers who paid
their National Defense Student Loan in full by the year repayment was
scheduled.
One borrower completed repayment of his loan in 1964, and two
borrowers completed repayment in 1965.

Six borrowers completed repay

ment of their loan in 1966, and six borrowers completed repayment in
1967.

Four bortiowers completed repayment of their loan in 1968, and

nine borrO'Aers completed repayment in 1969.

Twent-;-two borrowers com

pleted repa-Jlllent of their loa:n in 1970, and twenty-seven borrowers
completed repayment in 1971.

Twenty-two borrowers completed repayment
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Table XXXIV
POSTPmIBMENT OF REPAYMENT BY NUMBER
AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS

Postponement

Number of
P arti cip ants

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

49

.12

No

346

• 88

TOTAL

395

1.00
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Table XXXV
NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS BY TYPE OF
REPAYMENT POSTPONEMENT
Type of
Post:ponement
VISTA

Number of
Participants;':
none

Per Cent of
Participants

.oo

Peace Corys

l

.02

Additional
schoolin�

31

.63

Armed Services

4

.oa

TOTAL

36

.73

*Thirteen participants, or 27 per cent > did not
respond to this item.
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Table XXXVI
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOANS
PAID IN FULL BY YEAR PAYMENT
WAS COMPLETED

Year

Number of
Participants:':

1964

1

1965

2

1966

6

1967

6

1968

4

1969

9

1970

22

1971

27

1972

22

1973

7

TOTAL
this item.

106

:':five participants did not respond to

83

of their loan in 1972, and seven borrowers completed repayment in 1973.
Five borrowers did not respond to this question.
IV.

PERSONAL DATA

The data in Table XXXVII represents the current occupation of
National Defense Student Loan recipients.
A total of 210 loan recipients, or 53 per cent, indicated they
were employed as teachers.

Three loan recipients, or 1 per cent,

indicated they were employed as nurses.

One loan recipient; or less

than 1 per cent, indicated he was employed in industry management.
Seventeen loan recipients, or 4 per cent. indicated they were employed
as secretaries.

Forty-two loan recipients, or 10 per cent, indicated

employment in areas other than those specific a.reas mentioned above.
A total of 117 loan recipients, or 30 per cent, indicated they were
unemployed.

One loan recipient, or less than l per ce�t, did not reply

to this question.
Represented in Table XXXVIII is the marital status of the National
Defense Student Loan recipients.
A total of 273 participants, or 69 per cent, indicated they were
married.

Nine participants, or 2 per cent, indicated they were divorced.

�ight participants, or 2 per cent, indicated they were separated.

One

borrower, or less than 1 per cent, indicated he was not married.
The data in Table XXXIX represents the number of months before
or after graduation the borrowel'."s were married.
Fifty-nine borrowers married prior to graduation, while 221
bo!'rowers married after graduation.
to this question.

Eleven borrowers did not respond

84

Table XXXVII
CURRENT OCCIB'> ATION OF PARTICIPANTS BY NUMBER
AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS

Occupation

Number of
Participants*

Per Cent of
Participants

Teaching

210

.53

Business

3

.01

Nurse

4

• 01

Industry Mgt.

l

.01

Secretar"J

17

.04

Other

42

.10

Unemployed

117

.30

TOTAL

394

1.00

1:Qne participant, or less than 1 per cent, did
not respond to this item.
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Table XXXVIII

MARITAL STATUS OF NATIOMAL DEFENSE
STUDENT LOAN PARTICIPANTS
Marital

Nurr.ber of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

Married

273

.69

Divorced

9

.02

Senarated

8

.02

Widowed

1

.01

Not married

104

.26

TOTAL

395

1.00

Status
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Table XXXIX
MARRIAGE PATTERNS OF PARTICIPANTS PRIOR TO
OR AFTER GRADUATXON
Number of Participants
Married Before
Graduation

Number of Particioants
Married After
Graduation

12

38

123

13 - 24

14

44

25 - 36

5

26

37 - 48

1

12

over 43

1

16

TOTAL

59

221

Number of Months Before
or after Graduation
0 ·-

�··Eleven borrowers did not respond to this item.
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Of the borrowers married before gz-aduation, thirty-eight married
within twel·ve months prior to gz-aduation..

Fo:1rteen borrowers married

from thirteen to twenty-four months prior to graduation.

Five borrowers

married from twenty-five to thirt<J-six months prior to graduation.

One

borrower married from thirty-seven to forty-eight months prior to gradu
ation, and one borrower married over forty-eight months prior to
graduati1:m.
The data concerning married borrowers also indicates that 123
borrowers married within twelve months after graduation,

Forty-five

borrowers married thirteen to twenty-four months after graduation.
Twenty-six borrowers married twenty-five to thirty-six months after
graduation.

Twelve borrowers married thirty-seven to forty-eight

months after graduation.
Repi--esented in Table XL is the number of National Defense Student
Loan recipients who had children.
A total of 127 participants, or 32 per cent, indicated that they
had children.
children.

A

total of 247 participants, or 63 per cent, did not have

Twenty-one participants, or 5 per cent, did not respond to

this question.
The data in Table XLI represents the number and per cent of
participants by classification of borrowers who indicate that they
had children.
Twent'IJ-t-�o participants who married a borrower, or 30 per cent
of the participants in this classification, had children.

A total of

105 participa.,ts who were married, but did not marry. a borrower, or 50
per cent of the participa.�ts in this classification, had children.
Sixty-seven participants who borrowed $0 to $499, or 37 per cent
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Table XL
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS
WITH CHILDREN

Children

Nu!T'ber of
Participants•':

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

127

.32

No

247

.63

TOTAL

374

.95

,':Twenty-one participants 7 or 5 per ce:nt,
did not respond to this item.
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Table XLI
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PART!CIPANTS
WITH CHILDREN BY MARITAL STATUS
AJ'1D BORROWING LEVEL

Classification
of Borrowers

Number of
Participants with
Children

Married a
Borrower

22

.30

Did not marry
a Borrower

105

.so·

$0 - $499

67

.37

Borrowing level
$500 - $999

43

• 30·.

Borrowinp: level
$1000 or more

17

.33

Borrowing level

I

Per Cent of Participants
with Chilc'lren
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of the participants in this borrowing range, indicated they had children.
Forty-three participants who borrowed from $500 to $999, or 30 per cent_
of the participants in this range, indicated they had children.

Seven

teen participants who borrowed $1,000 or more, or 33 per cent of the
participants in this range, indicated they had children.
The data in Table XLII presents the number of participants having
children according to family size.
Sixty-seven participants, or 53 per cent, had one child.
three participants, or 26 per cent, had two children.
or 6 per cent had three children.
four children.

Thirty

Eight participants,

Four participants, or 3 per cent, had

No participant had more than four children.

Presented in Table XLIII is the number and per cent of borrowers
who 01-m or were purchasing their own home.
One hundred forty-one borrowers, or 36 per cent, indicated they
ovmed or were purchasing their home.

A total of 234 borrowers, or 59

per cent indicated they did not own or were not purchasing their ho:ne.
Twenty borrowers, or s·per cent, did not respond to this question.
The data in Table XLIV represents the number and per cent of
participants who owned or were purchasing their home when categorized by
the a�ount of their National Defense Loan.
Seventy participants, or 35 per cent of the borrowers in the $0
to $499 range, reported that they owned or were purchasing their home.
Forty-six participants, or 32 per cent of the borrowers in the $500 to
$999 range, owned or were purchasing their home.

Twenty-five

participants, or 48 per cent of the borrowers i n the $1000 and over
range, owned or were purchasing their home.
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Table XLII
Nm-iBER OF PARTICIPANTS HAVING CHILDREN
ACCORDING TO FA!HLY SIZE
Number of
Participa11ts�•:

Per Cent of
Particinants

1

67

.53

2

33

.26

3

8

.06

4

4

.03

Number of
Children

5 or more

TOTAL

none
112

none

.ss

�';fifteen participants, or 12 per cent, did
not respond to this item.
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Table XLIII

NUMBER OF PARTICIPANTS WHO OWN OR
ARE PURCHASIHG THEIR HOME
Own or Purchasing

Home

Number of
Participants:�

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

141

.36

No

234

.59

TOTAL

275

• 95

*Twenty participants, or 5 oer cent, did not respond
to this item.
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Table XLIV
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICI?ANTS OWNING OR
BUYING THEIR HOME CATEGORIZED BY THE
AMOUNT BOP.ROWED

Amount
Borrowed

$

Nuinber of
Partici-::,ants

Per Cent of
Participants

0 - $499 a

70

• 35

999 b

46

• 32

25

.48

500
1,000

-

anc

TOTAL

over c

141

a. Sixteen parti c ipants, or 8 per cent in the O $499 borrowing range, did not respond to this item.
b. Three participants, or 2 per cent of the $500
- $999 borrowing range, did not responc to this item.
c.
One participant, or l per cent of the $1,000
anc over range, did not respond to this item.
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Represented in Table XLV is the number and per cent of partici
pants by marital status who owned or were purchasing their home.
A

total of 109 participants, or 52 per cent, of those ·.,ho were

married, but not to a borrower, reported that they owned or were pur
chasing their home.

Twenty-seven participants, or

36

per cent, of the

participants married to borrowers, reported that they owned or were
purchasing their home.

Five participants, or 5 per cent of the

unmarried borrowers, reported they owned or were purchasing their home.
The data in Table XLVI represents the number of years after
leaving Longwood College before participants purc.�ased their home by
the number and per cent of borrowers.
Four borrowers, or 3 per cent, purchased their home less than a
year after withdrawing or graduating.

Twelve borrowers, or 9 per cent,

purchased their home one year after graduating or withdrawing from
Longwood College.

Twenty-two borrowers, or 16 per cent, purchased

their home two years afte.r leaving Longwood College.

Twenty-three

borrowers 9 or 16 per cent, purchased their home three years after
leaving Longwood College.

Thirty borrowers, or 21 per cent f purchased

their home four years after leaving Longwood College.

!'ifteen

borrowers,

or 11 per cent, purchased their home five years after leaving Lon��ood
College.

Thirty borrowers, or 21 per cent, purchased their home over

five years after graduating or withdrawing from Longwood College.

Five

borro-�ers, or 3 per cent of the home 01,tners, did not respond to this
item.
Table XLVII represents the current market value of homes owned by
number and per cent of participants.
Six participants, or 4 per cent of the home owners, owned homes
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Table XLV

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS OWNING OR
PURCHASING THEIR HOME BY MARITAL STATUS
Nuniber of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

Married, not to
a borrower a

109

.52

Married a borrowerb

27

.36

5

.os

141

• 93

Marital Status

Not married c

TOTAL

a. Seven participants, or 3 per cent of the partici
pants who married, but not a borrower, did not respond to this
item.

b. One parti cipant, or less than 1 per cent, of
participants married to a borrower, did not respond to this item.
c. Twelve participants, or 11 per cent of those
unmarried participants, did not respond to this item.
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Table XLVI
NUMBER OF YEARS AFTER GRADUATING OR WITHDRAWING
FROM LONGWOOD COLLEGE BEFORE
PURCHASE OF HOME
Per Cent of
Participants

Number of
Years

Number of
Participants 1:

0

4

.03

1

12

.09

2

22

.16

3

23

.16

4

30

.21

5

15

.11

over 5

30

.21

136

.97

TOTAL

*Five participants, or 3 per cent of the
participants owning or purchasing their home, did not
respond to this item.
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Table XLVII
CURRENT MARKET VALUE OF HOMES
OWNED BY PARTICIPAMTS
Current Market
Value
0 - $ 9,999

Nurrber of
Participants*

Per Cent of
Participants

6

.04

$10,000 -

19,999

11

.os

20,000 -

29,999

52

.37

30,000 -

39,999

36

.25

40,000 -

49,999

15

.11

50,000 or more

13

.09

TOTAL

133

.94

*Eight participants, or 6 per cent of the home
owners, did not respond to this item.

98
valued to $9,999.

Eleven participants, or 8 per cent of the home owners,

owned homes valued from $1 0 ,000 to $19,999.

Fifty-two participants, or

37 per cent of the home owners, owned homes valued from $20, 000 to
$29,999.

Thirty-six participants, or 25 per cent of the home owners,

owned homes in the $30,000 to $39,999 range.

Fifteen participants, or

11 per cent of the home owners, owned homes valued from $40,000 to
$49,000 .

Thirteen participants, or 9 per cent of the home owners,

owned homes valued more than $50 ,000 .

Eight participants, or 6 per

cent of the home owners, did not respond to this question.
Represented ·in Table XLVIII is the number of automobiles owned
by the number and per cent of participants.
Twenty borrowers, or 5 per cent, indicated that they did not own
an automobile.

A total of 196 borrowers, or 5 0 per cent, indicated they

owned one automobile.

There were 162 borrowers, or 41 per cent, who

indicated that they owned two automobiles.

Nine borrowers, or 2 per

cent indicated they owned three or more automobiles.

Eight borrowers,

or 2 per cent, did not respond to this question.
The data in Table XLIX represents the number and per cent of
participants who have taken_ graduate classes.
A total of 143 participants, or 36 per cent, indicated that they
had taken some_ graduate classes.

A total of 231+ participants, or 59

per cent, indicated they had taken no_ graduate classes.

Eighteen

participants, or 5 per cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table Lis the number of graduate hours taken by
borrowers.
Seventy--seven participants, or 54 per cent of borrowers taking
graduate classes, had taken from one to nine hours.

Sixteen participants,
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Table XLVIII
NUMBER OF AUTOMOBILES OWNED BY
P ARTI CIPA�TTS
Number of
Automobiles
none

I

r

Number of
Participantsl':
20

Per Cent of
Participants

.os

1

196

.so

2

162

.41

9

.02

387

• 98

3

or more

TOTAL

*Eight participants, or 2 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table XLIX
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WHO HAVE
COMPLETED GRADUATE CLASSES
Graduate
Classes

Humber of
Participants1:

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

143

.36

No

234

• 59

TOTAL

377

.95

*Eighteen participants, or 5 per cent, did
not respond to this item.
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Table L
NUMBER OF GRADUATE HOURS COMPLETED
BY THE PARTICIPANTS
Number of Graduate
Hours

Number of
Pariticipantsl':

Per Cent of
Participants

77

.54

10 - 19

16

.11

20 - 29

6

.04

31

.22

130

.91

l

9

30 or more

TOTAL

i:Thirteen participants, or 9 per cent of the parti
cipants taking graduate classes, did not respond to this item.
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or 11 per cant of borrowers taking graduate classes, had taken from
ten to nineteen hours.

Six participants, or 4 per cent, had taken from
Thirty-one participants, or 22 per cent

twenty to twenty-nine hours.

of �orrowers taking graduate classes, had taken thirty hours or more.
Thirteen participants, or 9 per cent of borrowers taking graduate
classes, did not respond to this item.
The data in Table LI represents toe graduate degrees received
by recipients of a National Defense Loan.
Thirty-four loan recipients, or 9 per cent, indicated they had
received Masters degrees.

Two loan recipients• or less than 1 per cent,

indicated they had received

a Ph.D.

A total of thirty-six loan

recipients, or 9 per cent, indicated they had received a graduate
degree.
V.

ATTITUDES

Represented in Table LII is the number and per cent of partici••
pants who indicated tha t their education was more meaningful because of
the financial responsibility through their National Defense Student
Loan.
A total of 298 participants, or 66 per cent, indicated that their
education was more meaningful because of the responsibilities of their
Na tional Defense Student Loan.

A total of 149 participants, or 33 per

cent, indicated that their education was not more meaningful because of
National Defense Student Loan responsibilities.

Six participants, or

1 per cent, did not respond to this question.
Represented in Table LIII is the number and per cent of partici
pants indicating that they would again borrow for a.� education t given
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Table LI

GRADUATE DEGP.EES RECEIVED
BY PARTICIPANT�

Degrees
Masters

Ph.D.
TOTAL

Uumber of
Partici'oa.-its

Per Cent of
Participants

34

• 09

2

Less than .01

36

.0 9
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Table LII

PARTICIPANTS INDICATING THEIR EDUCATION
WAS MORE MEANINGFUL BECAUSE OF THE
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN
RESPONSIBILITY
Education More
Meaningful

l'Tumber of
Participants:';

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

298

.66

No

149

.33

477

.99

TOTAL

:'.Six participants, or l per cerct, did not respond.
to this item.
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Table LIII

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WHO
WOULD AGAIN BORROW FOR THEIR EDUCATION
GIVEN THE SAME CIRCUMSTANCES
Bort'ow
Again
Yes
No

TOTAL

Number of
Participants•'-

Per Cent of
Participants

411

.91

41

.09

452

1.00

•'•One participant, or less than l per cent,
did not respond to this item.
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the same circumstances.
A total of 411 participants, or 91 per cent, indicated they would
again borrow for their education, given the same circumstances.

Forty

one participants, or 9 per cent, indicated they would not borrow again
for their education, given the same circumstances.

One participant, or

less than l per cent, did not respond to this question.
The data in Table LIV represents the number and per cent of
participants indicating their National Defense Student Loan was a heavy
financial burden.
Twenty-one participants, or 5 per cent, strongly _agreed that their
National Defense Student Loan was a heavy financial burden.

Eighty-one

participants, or 18 per cent, agreed that their National Defense Student
Loan was a heavy financial burden.

A total of 217 participants, or 48

per cent, disagreed that their National Defense Student Loan was a heavy
financial burden.

A total of 106 participants, or 23 per cent, strongly

disagreed that their National Defense Student Loan was a heaV'J financial
burden.

Twenty-eight participants, or

6

per cent, did not respond to

this item.
The data in Table LV represents the per cent of National Defense
Student Loan borrowers who

indicated their loan to be a heavy financial

burden by their level of borrowing.
An inspection of this table indicates that in the borrowing range
up to $499, 4 per cent indicated strong agreement that their loan was a
heavy financial burden, and 16 per cent indicated agreement that their
loan was a heavy financial burden.

A total of 47 per cent indicated

disagreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden, and 27 per
cent indicated strong disagreement that their lo�n was a heavy financial
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Table LIV
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WHO HTDICATED
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN WAS
A HEAVY FINANCIAL BURDEN
Heavy Financial
Burden

Number of
Participants;':

Per Cent of
Participants

Strongly Agree

21

.05

Agree

81

.18

Disap;r.ee

217

.48

Strongly Disagree

106

.23

'->25

.94

TOTAL

;·:Twenty-eight participants, or 6 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table LV

PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS INDICATING THEIR
NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN TO BE A
HEAVY FINANCIAL BURDEN
BY AMOUNT BORROWED•'·

Borrowing
Level

Per Cent of Particioants Indicating
Stronf
Strong
Disagreement
Agreement
Disagreement
Agreement

- $499
500 - 999

.04

.16

• 4- 7

.27

.06

.19

.52

.21

1000 or more

.06

.25

.37

.33

$

0

1·Does

College at the

not include participants still attending
time of this study.

Longwood
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burden.
The table further indicates that in the $500 to $999 borrowing
range, 6 per cent of the borrowers indicated strong agreement that their
loan was a heavy financial burden, and 19 per cent indicated agreement
that their loan was a heavy financial burden.

A total of 52 per cent

indicated disagreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden, and
21 per cent indicated st!"ong disagreement that their loan was a heavy
financial burden.
The data in Table LV also indicates that of the participants in
the $1000 or more borrowing range, 6 per cent indicated strong agreement
that their loan was a heavy financial burden, and 25 per cent indicated
agreement that their loan was a hea\"J finandal burden.
per cent

A total of 37

indicated disagreement that their loan was a heavy financial

burden, and 33 per cent indicated strong disagreement that their loan
was a heavy financial burden.
Represented in Table LVI is the per cent of National Defense
Student Loan recipients who indicated their loan to be a heavy
financial burden by marital status.
· With reference to unmarried borrowers, 5 per cent indicated strong
agreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden, and 25 per cent
indicated agreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden.

A

total of 45 per cent indicated disagreement that their loan was a heavy
financial burden, and 17 per cent indicated strong disagreement that
their loan was a heavy financial burden.
Four per cent of the married participants who had not married
a borrower� indicated str�ng agreement that their loan was a heaV'J
financial burden, and 16 per cent indicated· _agreement that their loan
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Table LVI
PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS INDICATING THEIR NATIONAL
DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN TO BE A HEAVY FINANCIAL
BURDEN BY MARITAL STATUS•''

-:=======================
Marital
Status

Per Cent of Participants Indicating
Strong
. Strong
Agreement Agreement
Disagreement
Disagree�ent

Net married

.05

.25

Married, not to
a Borrower

.04

.16

Married a
Borrower

.07

.14

1:Does

.45

.17
.30

.47

.24

not include participants still attenc.ing Long-wood
College at the time of this study.
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was a heavy financial burden.

Forty-nine per cent indicated dis-

ag1�eernent that their loan was a heavy financial burden, and 30 per cent
indicated strong disagreement that their loan was a hea'"J financial burden.
Seven per cent of the married participants who married a borrower,
indicated strong agreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden,
and 14 per cent indicated agreement that their loan was a heavy financial
burden.

A total of 47 per cent indicated dis_agreement that their loan was

a heavy financial burden, and 24 per cent indicated strong disagreement
that their loan was a heavy financial burden.
The data in Table LVII represents the per cent of participants
by repayment status that indicated their National Defense Student Loan
was a heavy financial burden.
Two per cent of the National Defense Student Loan recipients who
had completed repayment of their loan, indicated strong agreement that
their loan was a heavy financial burden, and 14 per cent indicated
agreeraent that their loan was a heav-; financial burden.

A total of 48

per cent indicated dis_agreement that their loan was a heavy financial
burden, and 33 per cent indicated strong dis_agreement that their loan
was a heavy financial burden.
Six per cent of the National Defense Student Loan recipients still
in a repayment status, indicated strong agreement that their loan wa.s a
heavy financial burden, and 20 per cent indicated ?greement that their
loan was a heavy financial burden.

A total of 47 per cent indicated dis

agreerr.ent that their loan was a heaV'J financial burden, and 22 per cent
indicated strong disagreement that their loan was a heavy financial burden.
?epresented in Table LVIII is the number and per cent of National
Defense Student Loan recipients who recommended that their children
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Table LVII
PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS INDICATING THEIR NATIONAL
DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN TO BE A HEAvY FINANCIAL
BURDEN BY REPAYt'.ENT STATus,•;

Repayment
Status

Per Cent of Paz1 ticioants Indicating
Strong
Strong
Disagreement
Agreement
Disagreement
Agreement

Paid in Full

.02

.04

.48

.33

Still in Repayment
Status

.06

.20

.47

.22

*Does not include participants still attending Longwood College
at the time of this study.
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Table LVIII
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WHO RECOMMENDED
BORROWING FOR THEIR CHILDREN IF NO OTHER
FINANCING IS AVAILABLE
Farticipants Recommending
Borrowing
Per Cent
Number

Sex of
Children

Participa nts Not Recommending
Borrowing
Per Cent
Nuwber

M alea

367

.81

21

• 05

Fem a leb

385

.85

29

.06

this item.
this item.

a.

Sixty-five particip ants, or 14 per cent, did not respond to

b.

Thirty-nine p articipants, or 9 per cent, did not respond to
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borrow for an education if no other financing is available.
A total of 367 loan recipients, or Bl per cent, would recommend
that their male children borrow for their education if no other
financing was available.

Twenty-one loan recipients, or 5 per cent,

would not recommend that their male children borrO'H for an education if
no other financing was available.

Sixty-five loan recipients or 14 per

cant, did not respond to this item.
A

total of 385 loan recipients, or 85 per cent, would recommend

that their female children borrow for an education if no other financing
was available.

Twenty-nine loan recipients, or 6 per cent, would not

recommend that their female c..�ildren borro� for an education if no other
financing was available.

Thirty-nine loan recipients, or

9

per cent, did

not respond to this item.
Represented in Table LIX is the number and per cent of National
Defense Student Loan borrowers who contributed to the Longwood College
Foundation.
Forty-two borrowers, or 11 per cent, indicated they had con
tributed to the Longwood College Foundation.

A total of

337

borrowers,

or 85 per cent, indicated that they had not contributed to the Longwood
College Foundation.

Sixteen borrowers, or 4 per cent, did not respond

to this item.
The data in Table LX represents the number and per cent of
National Defense Student Loan recipients who indicated there w�s a
Longwood Col�ege Alumnae Association active in their area.
A total of 198 loan recipients, or 50 par cent, indicated that
there was a Longwood College Alumnae chapter in their area.

A total of

141 loan recipients, or 36 per cent, indicated there was not a Longwood
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Table LIX

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF NATIOMAL DEFENSE
STUDENT LOAN PARTICIPANTS WHO HAVE
CONTRIBUTED TO THE LONGWOOD
COLLEGE FOUNDATION
Contributed

Number of
Participants 1:

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

42

.11

No

337

.85

TOTAL

379

,96

*Sixteen participants, or 4 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table LX
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPA.l..!TS INDICATING
THERE IS A LONGWOOD COLLEGE ALUMNAE
CHAPTER IN THEIR VICINITY

Alumnae Chapter In
Their Vicinity

Number of
Participants�·=

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

198

.so

No

141

• 36

Unknown

36

.09

TOTAL

375

.95

�•:twenty participants, or 5 per cent, did not respond
to this item.
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College Alumnae chapter near them.

Thirt"l;-six·loan recipients, or 9 par

cent, indicated they did not know if there was a Longwood College Alumnae
chapter in their vicinity.

Twenty loan recipients, or 5 per cent, did

not respond to this item.
Represented in Table LXI is the number and per cent of participants
indicating they were active in a Longwood College Alumnae chapter.
Fifteen participants, or 4 per cent, indicated they were active
in a Longwood College Alumnae chapter.

A total of 367 participants, er

93 per cent, indicated that they were not active in a Longwood College
Alumnae chapter.

Thirteen participants, or 3 per cent, did not respond

to this question.
The data in Table LXII represents the number and per cent of
borrowers who had contributed to a Longwood College Alumnae chapter.
Thirty-six borrowers, or 9 per cent, indicated they had con
tributed to a Longwood College Alumnae chapter.

A

total of

3�6

borrowers,

or 88 per cent, indicated they had not contributed to a Longwood College
Alumnae chapter.

Thirteen borrowers, or

3

per cent, did not respond to

this item.
VI.

COMMENTS

The data in Table LXIII represents the number and per cent of
participants who utilized the "Comment Section" of the questionnaire.
A total of 106 participants, or 27 per cent, responded
11

Comment Section" of the questionnaire.

under the

A total of 289 participants, or

73 per cent, did not respond under the "Comment Section" of the
questionnaire.
Represented in Table LXIV is the number and per cent of borrowers

118

Table LXI
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS
INDICATING THEY WEP-E ACTIVE IN
A LONGWOOD COLLEGE ALUM.NAE
CHAPTER
Active in Alumnae
Chapte!'

Number of

Participants*

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

15

• 01+

No

367

.93

382

.97

TOTAL

*Thirteen participants, or 3 per cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table LXII

NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS WHO
HAD CONTRIBUTED TO A LONGWOOD
COLLEGE ALUMNAE CHAPTER
Contributed to
a Longwocd College
Alumnae Chapter

Yes
No

TOTAL

Nurrber of
Participantsi:

Per Cent of
P arti ci pan ts

36

. 09

34-6

• 88

382

.97

*Thirteen participants, or 3 ner cent, did not
respond to this item.
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Table LXIII
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPANTS
UTILIZING THE ncoMMENTS SECTION"
OF THE QUESTIONNAIRE
Utilization of the
"Comments Section"

Number of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

Yes

106

.27

No

289

.73

TOTAL

395

1.00
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Table LXIV
NUMBER AND PER CENT OF PARTICIPk'iTS MAKING COMMENTS
ABOUT THE NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM
BY TYPE OF COMMENT
of
Comment

Type

Number of
Participants

Per Cent of
Participants

Favorable

79

.74

Unfavorable

21

.20

Neither Favorable
Nor Unfavorable

6

.06

106

1.00

TOTAL
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responding to the "Comment Section" of the questionnaire by type of
comment.
Seventy-nine borrowers, or 74 per cent, made a favorable response.
Twenty-one borrowers, or 20 per cent, made an unfavorable response.

Six

borrowers, or 6 per cent, made a response that was neither favorable nor
unfavorable.
Samples of favorable comments include the following:
1. I feel that the National Defense Student Loan Program is a
very necessary and important part of any college's financial aid
progrcl?ll. Due to the number of children in rny family and my father's
income, I would not have gotten an education without it. This is the
best loan that I know of for future teachers.
2. Even though I only attended Longwood one year, that one year
has indeed meant a good deal to me. I am now taking classes at"'a
local communi�J college at which I am also employed, and plan to
someday complete my degree requirements. I know when I accepted the
National Defense Loan that its repayment would be solely my respon
sibili t y. Therefore, I feel that I got as much as possible out of
my year at Lon�ood. I always have felt that when one has to really
put forth some effort and really work to achieve something on their
zyHn, the end result will always mean more to the individual. If
someone had simply payed me money on which to attend college, I
daresay that I would not appreciate my one year as much. I
sincerely hope that this questionnaire is not an indication that
National Defense Loans may be abolished. I feel that this is an
excellent program and know of many individuals who would not have
had ·the chance to attend college without a program of this type.
3. ',Ti-thout the kind consideration of Mrs. Watkins who planned
a way financially for me to attend Longwood, I would never have been
able to go because of the burden it would have placed upon my family o
I will always deeply appreciate the use of the National Defense Loan
and I hope that such loans will always be available.
4. If it had not been for Longwood College and the NDEA loan I
would most likely not be teaching today. Thanks to them I am now
enjoying a reWarding teachinp; j·ob.
S. In reference to the above questions as to whether J'll1J education
meant more to me because I had some of the fina.,cial responsibility
a."'ld ;;ould I borrow again for rny educatio n. At the time having
financial responsibility for mv education did not have the heavy
meaning that it does for me now; possibly this is because I have a
greater appreciation for money now than I did at that time. I really
feel that if circumstances had been different, and if I had had a
job before entering college, and if I had had a better understanding
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of money, I would have appreciated rcy education more. If the
circumstances were different and if I had had some experience with
handling tr.y own money and if I felt that I really wanted to further
my education d.�d borrowing were the only way to manage it, I do not
think that I ·.10uld consider borrowing. In that case if I did borrow
after second and third thoughts on the subject 7 I do feel that I
would have a much better academic record. As you may be able to see
from this rather garbled reasoning and from my comments, I have
borrowed heavily for my one year at Longwood and I have been under
a great strain in trying to repay all of what I have borrowed. I
think that my attitude against borrowing may be the exception rather
than the rule (this attitude stemming from some rather tryin� times
the last few years since I left Long�ood, including the death of my
father and some resulting financial setbacks) and I do not want to
leave the impression that I do not think that the financial aid
program is not beneficial. I really believe that i·t is for most
people, and I only suggest that your issuance of these loans be
somehow influenced by the maturity of your applicant.
6. My own loan was never a financial burden, the required pay
ment was sufficiently low.
7.- I would not have been able to attend college without loans
like NDSL and state teachers scholarship. I think the NDSL is
especially valuable because it doesn't require you to teach, yet
allows you to repay part of the loan by teaching.
B. When I entered Longwood in 1964 rrry father was earning about
$3000 per year. I had to work (dining hall) and also borrow money
in order to attend college. I felt very fortu nate to be able to
borrow at such a low interest rate. Even though I ;,1m not presently
teaching I do look forward to returning to the classroom. I am
most appreciative of the NDSL and hope that it will be available to
students in the future.
9. ! am not teaching at this time because Trr'j husband and I are
stationed in Germany. I believe the National Defense Loan along
with the state teachers scholarship were the main reason I was able
to obtain rrr-; degree.
10. Without the National Defense Student Loan Program I would not
have been able to have completed m'J college education. I will
complete payment of my national defense loan thi s year, after which
I hope to be able to contribute financially to the Longwood College
foundation.
Samples of unfavorable comments include the following:
1. While I was at Long>'l'ood, I felt that the financial aid
department fell short of its duties. All anyone had ever told me
was that if I wanted an education, there would always be a way to
finance it. No one ever took the time (Mrs. Watkins especially)
to expla:i.n to me the financial responsibilities I was incurring.
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It was not until my sophomore year that I realized I would never
want to teach, and would therefore be responsible for repaying all
the loans I had obtained, for years after graduation. I felt that
what I had learned at Lon,!l_Wood or would ever learn was not worth
it.
2. I think that the National Defense Loan is too difficult a
loan to obtain. There is also a vast amount of paper work for
those students graduating at any other time than June.
3. The National Defense Loan took a total of five full years of
teaching in order to repay. This is entirely too long for most
women since most do not work for such a length of time after gradu
ation. Also I had to repay one half of this loan r.egardless of my
career and its length.
4. I had to have this loan in order to attend college. It is
now hindering my entire life. My husband and I would like to have
a family but can't afford to be cause of this loan.
5. It certainly would have helped me if the procedures for
cancellation had been explained more explicitly before graduation.
I still must write Mrs. Rubley for information concerning this
since the procedure is so corm,:,licated as far as what form to fill
out when and where to mail it.
6. More information should be discussed individually with loan
participants about repayment plans and cancellations available.
These are rwo very important areas in which I am uncertain and have
talked with others who feel this same certaint-J.
7. I have very strong feelings about the NDSL as well as the
State Teachers Scholarships. My husband is in the service and we
have moved three times since my graduation in Ju_�e 1971. Each time
I have not been able to secure a teaching job for varying reasons.
The most recent move has been to Augsbury, Germany. I would love
to teach, but there is a prerequisite of two years prior teaching
experience. Now, that really helps a lot. I have to continue
paying off these loans and one is for the government, but they
won't let me teach. It's a vicious circle. This is my third job,
none of which have paid much nor have been in rcy schooling
experience, but it is what has been available. I suppose I am just
a victim of circumstances, but I do wonder if these debts I have
are worth it. So fai- I have not been able to put to real use my
Longwood training. Education is important, but it's cost should
not overshadow the learning. If any child that we may have decides
to further his or her education, my suggestion will be to either
get a scholarship from high school or work to get the money rather
than borrow, if possible. These loans seem to grow rather than
decrease.

Chapter V

SUMMARY, CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATION'S
It was the purpose of this study to trace the development and
implementations of the National Defense Student Loan Program, nationally
and at Longwood Coll_ege.

Presented in this study was a profile of the

Longwood College National Defense Student Loa� participants.
The chapter was designed to surmnarize the data presented in
previous chapters.

Recommendations based on the data presented in the

previous chapters were made.
(1)

an historical summary,

rr.ethod,
( 4)

(3)

Chapter V consists of the following sections:
(2)

a brief description of the data-gathering

a summary profile of participants at Longwood College, and

the conclusions and recommendations which were made on the basis of

the collected data.

I.

HISTORICAL SUMMARY

Interest in education on a national level was first expressed by
the Continental Congress in 1785.

The first legislation was passed by

the Congress assisting education financially in 1785.

In the early years

of national financial assistance to education, emphasis was placed on
physical facilities to include the land upon which buildings could be
erected.

The first massive financial assistance program on a national

level was the G. I. Bill, enacted in 1944.

The legislation made direct

financial assistance available to eligible military personnel for post
secondary education.
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The next major national legislation making direct financial
assistance available to students in post-secondary education was the
�assed in 1958.

National Defense Education Act

The 1958 legislation

const,ituted a major change in national policy regarding direct financial
assistance to students by awarding assistance based on need.
Defense Education Act contained ten titles.

The National

The first and last titles

dealt with the legislation itself and Titles II through IV dealt wi.th
individual financial assistance programs in education.
This study dealt only with Title II of the National Defense
Education Act.

Under Title II, commonly referred to as the National

Defense Student Loan, direct financial assistance was made available to
post-secondary education students in the form of loans.

The major

criterion for the selection of the loan recipients was the financial need
of the students.
Longwood College students b.egan participation in the National
Defense Student Loan Program in 1959-60, the first full year the program
was in operation.

Students attending Longwood College continued to borrow

funds under the National Defense Student Loan until the program was
terminated on June 30, 1972.

From the initiation of the program in

1959-60 until the termination in 1972, 804 Longwood College students
made loa."ls totaling $404,015.00.
II.

COLLECTION

OF

DATA

The data relative to the participants, presented in Chapter IV,
was collected from the individual loan recipients by means of a question
naire.

Each of the 804 participants was requested to complete a question

naire (Appendix A and B) entitled "National Defense Student Loan Program,
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Longwood Coll_ege, Participant Questionnaire."

Approximately three weeks

following the initial mailing of the questionnaire, a follow-up question
naire was mailed to those participants who had not res9onded to the initial
mailin'g.

r

Questionnaires were returned by 484 participants.

The returned

questionnaires included 453, or 56 per cent, that were usable in the data
presented in Chapter IV.

After the questionnaires were returned, addi

tional data including the average family income, number of loans, and
amount of loan, were posted to each questionnaire from the individual
participant's record on file in the Financial Aid Office at Longwood
College.
III.

PROFILE OF PARTICIPANTS AT LONGHOOD COLLEGE

The data presented in Chapter IV indicated that the average family
income of the participants was $6,250.

Appro:drnately 67 per cent of the

participants graduated from Longwood Colhige.

Most of the participants

came from large families with one-third having more than one sibling in
college at the same time.

Within the participants' families, one-

fourth of the siblings also borrowed through the National Defense Student
Loan Program for an education.
Approximately one-half of the participants were from rural
localities.

The average Longwood College participant made nro loans

of approximately $500. 00 from the Nationa.l Defense Student Loan Program
and also borrowed from other lenders.

Few of t;i,e participants married

a borrower and the majority assumed the responsibility for repayment cf
all their borrowing.
Most participants became teachers after graduation and began
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repayment of their loans by teaching service cancellation procedures.

The

participants were prompt in making loan payments.
The majority of the participants had �arried� but less than one
third had children.

Approximately one-third of the participants owned

or were in the process of purchasing their own home within four years
after graduating or withdrawing from Longwood College.

Homes belonging

to participants were in the $25,000.00 average price range.

Most parti

cipants owned at least one automobile.
Approximately one-third of the participants had taken some
graduate work and approximately 10 per cent had received a graduate degree.
Approximately �xo-thirds of the participants indicated that their edu
cation was more meani,ngful because of their loa.n responsibilities.
Approximately 90 per cent indicated they would borrow again for their
education, given the same circumstances.
Approximately 70 per cent of the participants indicated that their
loan was not a heavy financial burden.

Over 80 per cent of the parti

cipants would recommend borrowinp, for their children for educational
purposes.
Most participants were too busy purchasing a home, taking
graduate work, starting a family, or working at their job to give much
loyalty to the college.

Only about 10 per cent of the participants

contributed to the Longwood College Foundation.

Approximately 50 per

cent of the participants indicated that there was a Longwood College
Alumnae Chapter near them, but only about 4 per cent were active alumnae.
IV.

CONCLUSIONS AND RECOMMENDATIONS

The following conclusions and recommendations were made, based on
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the data presented:
(1)

The National Defense Student Loan Program made a significant

fi1iancial contribution to a number of Lone,,ocd College students who might
not otherwise have been able to purstle post-secondary education.
(2)

C

At a time of teacher shortage in Virginia, the National

Defense Student Loan, through the cancellation for teaching service pro
visions, helped to guide trained teachers into many needed areas.
(3)

The National Defense Student Loan Proeram at Longwood College

was a continuing example of federal fina�cial assistance to post-secondary
education without federal control on other areas of education.
(4)

Based on the success of the National Defense Student Loan

Program, Longwood College should continue to seek similar cooperative
programs of student financial assistance with the federal government.
(5)

A study of participants who were delinquent or had defaulted

should be conducted to accertain underlying causes and possible criteria
for improved screening techniques in future programs of student financial
assistance.
(6)

A study of loan applicants who were denied, to determine the

effect on the applicants and their alternative decisions, should be
conducted.
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LONGWOOD COLLEGE
FARMVILLE VIRGINIA 23901

HENRY I. WILLETT JR
PJl!.SIOENT

Dear National Defense Student Loan Participant:
This ietter is introducing a study being conducted by our
Director of Financial Aid, Nr. Gary C. Groneweg. This study
of Longwood's National Defense Student Loan program includes
both a historical analysis and a statistical profile of the
participants.
Your prompt completion and return of the enclosed questionnaire
will assist Nr. Groneweg in the completion of his study. ,,re hope
that the information made available through your cooperation will
assist us in having a more thorough understanding of the ways this
type of student financial assistance affects you, the participant.
I encourage you to complete the questionnaire and return it at
your earliest opportunity. It is our hope that through your responses,
we will be in a better position to understand and give assistance to
future Longwood students.
Let me assure you that this analysis is not individualized and
that your name will not appear in this report. The results of this
study will be compiled using statistical methods only.
Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated.
Thank you,

� v·· ./�CJ. �-r
Enclosure

p.

Henry I. Willett, Jr.
President
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LONGWOOD COLLEGE
FARMVILLE. VIRGINIA 23901

HENRY I. WILLETT. JR
PRESIOENT

Dear National Defense Student Loan Participant:
Approximately three weeks ago I asked your cooperation by
completing a questionnaire with regard to a study being con
ducted by our Director of Financial Aid, Hr. Gary C. Groneweg.
We are hopeful that this study will assist Longwood in under
standing the many and varied problems that borrowing for an
education may present to the student.
A large number of National Defense Student Loan participants
have already cooperated with us in this study. It is important,
however, tr.at we obtain as large a re turn fram this questionnaire
as possible. As in any analysis, the completeness of the base
information is of the utmost importance in reaching any conclusions.
For your convenience, another questionnaire is enclosed.
Please set aside a few minutes to assist us in this matter, Your
cooperation will be greatly appreciated.
Thank you,
-.

I

)-1.l,._,_,. ) '

Enclosure

Henry I. Willett, Jr.
President

NATIONAL DEFENSE STUDENT LOAN PROGRAM
LOI\IGWOOD COLLEGE
Participant Questionnaire
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March 16, 1973
INSTRUCTIONS:
(Note:

Please complete each question. If an entire question or any part of a question does not apply to you,
please place an N/A in that part which does not apply. Please return within ten days.

Your response will remain completely confidential. No name will be utilized in this study. Your signature and
maiden name, if applicable, will allow us to correlate the below confidential responses with additional informa
tion in your National Defense Student Loan file maintained at Longwood. No other offices of the college will
be permitted to review these confidential responses.)

SECTION A: BASIC INFORMATION
1.

What year did you graduate ___ or leave ___ Longwood College? ___

2.

If you did not graduate, what was your reason for leaving? __________________

3.

How many brothers do you have? ___ older ___ younger ___
How many sisters do you have? ___ older ___ younger ___

4.

During any one year, were any of your brothers or sisters attending college while you were? Yes ___
No ___. If yes, what was the largest number during any one year?___

5.

Did any of your brothers or sisters borrow through the National Defense Student Loan Program?
Yes ___ No ___. If yes, how many? ___

6.

What was your cumulative grade point average when you graduated or left Longwood? _______

7.

Whlle you were at Longwood, wa5 your permanent home address in a rural ___ or a metropolitan__
area?

SECTION 8: COLLEGE FINANCING
1.

What was the total amount of your National Defense Student Loan while at Longwood? _______
Number of loans? ___

2.

Did you borrow from other areas for your education? Yes ___
A.
8.
C.
D.
E.

3.

Other loans from Longwood
Bank
State Teacher's Scholarship
Relatives
Other __________

No ___ 1f yes, please specify:

$
$ ___________
$ ___________
$ _________
$ ____________

Did you marry an individual who also borrowed for an education? Yes ___ No ___ If yes, what
was the total amount your spouse borrowed? $ ____......;_________

SECTION C: REPAYMENT INFORMATION
1.

Who had the responsibility for your National Defense Student Loan repayment? Self ___
Parents ___ Other _____________

2.

If you borrowed money beyond the National Defense Student Loan, who had the responsibility of repayment? Self ___ Parents ___ Other _____________
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Are you still in debt for your education? Yes ___ No --4.

Did your National Defense Student Loan obligate you to teach for a period after graduation when you did
not want to? Yes ___ No ___

5.

If you answered yes to item 4 above, did this keep you or your spouse from accepting a better job offer?
Yes ___ No ___

6.

Did the repayment of your National Defense Student loan hinder further education for yourself?
Yes ___ No ___. For your spouse? Yes ___ No ___

7.

How many years of teaching cancellations did you have? _______

8.

Did you have any 15% cancellations? Yes ___ No ___ If yes, how many? _______.

9.

Did you have any postponements? Yes ___ No _ __. If yes, please list:
A.
8.
C.
D.

10.

Vista
Peace Corps
Additional schooling
Armed Services

If your National Defense Student Loan has been paid in full, what year was this completed? ______

SECTION D: PERSONAL DATA
1.

What is your current occupation? ___________________________

2.

What was your adjusted gross income for 1972? Self$ ______ Spouse $ ______

3.

Are you married? Yes ___ No --- Divorced ___ Separated ___ Widowed or
widower ---

4.

How long after graduating from or leaving Longwood did you marry? Years ___ Months --If you were married before leaving, how long before? Years ___ Months ___

5.

Do you have children? Yes ___ No ___ Number ---

6.

If you have children, how many years after graduation before your first child? ______

7.

Do you own (buying) your own home (trailer}? Yes ___ No ___ . If yes, how many years after
leaving Longwood before purchase? ___ . Approximate current market value? $ ________.

8.

How many cars do you own? ___

9.

Have you taken any graduate classes? Yes ___ No ___ If yes, how many hours completed above
a bachelor's? ___ . Graduate degrees received _____________________

SECTION E: ATTITUDES
1.

Do you think your education meant any more to you personally because you had some of the financial
responsibility through your National Defense Student Loan? Yes ___ No ___

2.

Given the same circumstances, would you again borrow for your education? Yes ___ No ___
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. If no, please explain:_________________________________
3.

My National Defense Student Loan was a heavy financial burden:
Strongly Agree
Agree
Disagree
Strongly Disagree

4.

If you have or plan to have children, would you recommend that they borrow for an education if other
financing is not available? Male: Yes___ No_.;___; Female: Yes ___ No _ __

5.

Have you contributed to the Longwood College Foundation? Yes ___ No ___ If yes, approximate amount per year: $ ______

6.

Is there a Longwood Al umnae Chapter near you? Yes___ No ___

7.

Are you active in a Longwood Alumnae Chapter? Yes ___ No ___

8.

Have you contributed to a Longwood Alumnae Chapter? Yes _ __ No___ . If yes, approximate amount: $ -------

SECTION F: COMMENTS
Please use the bottom of this page if you have any comments you wish to make concerning the National Defonse
Student Loan Program.
Signature ________________________
Maiden Name _______________________

JI.PPENDIX B.

PARTICIPANT INSTP.UCTIONS

LOf\JGVVOOD COLLEGE
FARMVILLE. VIRGINIA 23901

GARY C. GRONEWEG
Di rector of F inanciJI Aid

/

Dear National Defense Student Loan Bar.rowers:
Pleasa find attached a co'Jer letter and questionnaire which
have been _sent to all bo:-rowers who have graduated.
In order to make a comparison of specific responses by
those who have graduated and those borrowers who are still
attending, please complete the following ite!l's:
Secti:m A. Items 3, 4, 5, 7
Section B. Item 2
Section c. Item 1, 2
Section E. Item 1, 2, 3, 4
Section F
and nignatm:e
Your cooperation will be greatly appreciated. Completed
forms should be returned to the Financial Aid Office as soon
as possible.
Sincerely,

r:!"

1:tC::::7

Director of Financial Aid

